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ABSTRACT
The purpose  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  was t o  de te r mi ne  w he th e r  i l l u s t r a ­
t i o n s  i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  c h i l d r e n ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  s u b j e c t i v e l y  i n t e r p r e t  a 
f a i r y  t a l e .  S u b j e c t s  were 90 boys and g i r l s  from two p r i v a t e  e l emen­
t a r y  s c h o o l s ,  g r a d e s  K, 3 ,  and 6. The t h r e e  grade  l e v e l s  were s e l e c t e d  
because  i t  i s  t h o u g h t  t h a t  c h i l d r e n  a t  v a r i o u s  deve lopmenta l  s t a g e s  r e ­
spond d i f f e r e n t l y  t o  f a i r y  t a l e s .  S u b j e c t s  were randomly a s s i g n e d  t o  
e i t h e r  an e x p e r i m e n t a l  c o n d i t i o n  in which t he y  were p r e s e n t e d  a f a i r y  
t a l e  wi t h  accompanying i l l u s t r a t i o n s  o r  a s s i g n e d  to  a c o n t r o l  c o n d i t i o n  
in which t h e y  were p r e s e n t e d  t he  same f a i r y  t a l e  as  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  
group bu t  w i t h o u t  t h e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s .  I t  was h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  s u b j e c t s  
r e c e i v i n g  t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  would be i n t e r ­
f e r e d  w i t h  in t h e i r  s u b j e c t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e  and 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  in t h e i r  r e t e l l i n g  o f  i t  by i n c l u d i n g  more c o n t e n t  r e l a t e d  
t o  t he  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  and by i d e n t i f y i n g  l e s s  w i t h  c h a r a c t e r s  in  t he  t a l e  
o r  p r o j e c t i n g  t h e ms e l v e s  o r  t h e i r  f r i e n d s  i n t o  t h e  t a l e .
Ana lyses  o f  t h e  d a t a  y i e l d e d  no s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  
s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e s e  h y p o t h e s e s .
C hapter 1
INTRODUCTION
For c e n t u r i e s ,  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  w o r l d ,  f a i r y  t a l e s  have been p a r t  
o f  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  growing up.  We a l l  s h i v e r e d  as t h e  b i g ,  bad w o l f  
h u f f ed  and p u f f e d ,  t r y i n g  to  blow t he  l i t t l e  p i g s 1 houses  down. We a l l  
s teamed w i t h  i n d i g n a t i o n  f o r  t h e  c r u e l ,  ug ly  s t e p s i s t e r s  o f  C i n d e r e l l a .  
And a l l  o f  us f e l t  c h i l l s  o f  t e r r o r  as  the  w i t c h  f a t t e n e d  up Hansel  f o r  
h e r  d i n n e r .  Al l  o f  us have had t h e s e  e x p e r i e n c e s  b u t  few o f  us have 
c o n t em p l a t e d  t h e i r  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  S ince  f a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  g e n e r a l l y  r ead  
to  o r  by y o u n g s t e r s  i t  i s  f a i r l y  s a f e  to  assume t h a t  wha teve r  v a l ue  f a i r y  
t a l e s  may have ,  t h a t  v a l u e  r e l a t e s  t o  c h i l d r e n .  Though most  o f  us would 
a g r e e  t h a t  f a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  e n t e r t a i n i n g ,  t h e r e  a r e  some who b e l i e v e  t h a t  
f a i r y  t a l e s  do much more t han  s imply  e n t e r t a i n .
D e f i n i t i o n  of  a F a i r y  Ta l e
Most p e op l e  have some n o t i o n  ab o u t  f a i r y  t a l e s ,  y e t  t he y  f i n d  i t  
d i f f i c u l t  t o  s p e c i f y  what  a c t u a l l y  c o n s t i t u t e s  one .  F a i r y  t a l e s  may be 
more r e a d i l y  r e c o g n i z e d  t ha n  d e f i n e d .  N o n e t h e l e s s ,  a v a r i e t y  o f  d e f i ­
n i t i o n s  have been p u t  fo r wa rd .  Kotz in  (1972) t e l l s  us t h a t  t h e  word 
" f a i r y "  i s  t h o u g h t  t o  come from t h e  L a t i n  faturn o r  f a t a r e  ( t o  e n c h a n t ) .
In F r en c h ,  f a t a r e  became f a e r  from which came t he  noun f a e r i e  which can 
be t r a n s l a t e d  i l l u s i o n  o r  e n c h a n t m e n t .
J .  R. R. T o l k i e n  (1965) p roposes  t h a t  " f a e r i e "  can be t r a n s l a t e d  
b e s t  by " mag ic . "  I t  i s  no t  t he  k ind o f  magic o f  a mag i c i an  b u t  t he
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"magic o f  a p e c u l i a r  mood and p o w e r . . . "  (p.  10) .  I t  i s  t h e  magic o f  
enchan tment .  I t  i s  an enchan t men t  which, "p r oduces  a Secondary  World 
i n t o  which both  d e s i g n e r  and s p e c t a t o r  can e n t e r ,  t o  t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  
o f  t h e i r  s e n s e s . . . "  (p .  52) .
Heuscher  (1963) in  h i s  book,  A P s y c h i a t r i c  S tudy  o f  F a i r y  T a l e s , 
s a y s ,  " F a i r y  T a l e s  a r e  n a r r a t i o n s  which ,  c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  Epos o r  Saga do 
n o t  base  on o r  o r i g i n a t e  from more o r  l e s s  h i s t o r i c  p e r s on s  and e v e n t s ,  
b u t  which d e s c r i b e  t h e  ' f a n t a s t i c , '  t h e  ' m y s t e r i o u s , '  t h a t  which t r a n ­
scends  our  e ve r yday  r e a l i t y . . . "  (p .  4 ) .  I t  shou ld  be no t ed  t h a t  Heuscher  
d e s c r i b e s  f a i r y  t a l e s  n o t  as  p i c t u r e  s t o r i e s  o r  some s i m i l a r l y  v i s u a l l y  
a i d e d  c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  b u t  r a t h e r  as  n a r r a t i o n s .
Kotz in  (1972) t e l l s  us:
The t y p i c a l  f a i r y  t a l e  has a c e n t r a l  c h a r a c t e r ,  u s u a l l y  
an i s o l a t e d ,  v i r t u o u s  young man o r  woman who i s  o f t e n  a 
y o u n g e s t  c h i l d .  Th i s  he ro  c o n f r o n t s  a v i l l a i n ,  such as  a 
c r u e l  s t e p m o t h e r  o r  a s u p e r n a t u r a l  f i g u r e  such as a g i a n t ,  
o g r e ,  o r  w i t c h .  He may r e c e i v e  h e l p  from a s u p e r n a t u r a l  
b e i ng ,  such as  some s o r t  o f  good f a i r y .  He u s u a l l y  i s  v i c ­
t o r i o u s  o v e r  h i s  a d v e r s a r y ,  a c h i e v e s  c omfor t  and h a p p i n e s s  
and somet imes  g e t s  m a r r i e d  (p.  8 ) .
I f  t h i s  c o n s t i t u t e s  a f a i r y  t a l e ,  t hen  what  i s  i t s  purpose?  
T o l k i e n  s t a t e s ,  " t h e  magic o f  F a e r i e  i s  n o t  an end in  i t s e l f ,  i t s  v i r t u e  
i s  in i t s  o p e r a t i o n s . . . . "  And one o f  t h e s e ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  T o l k i e n ,  i s  
" t o  ho ld  communion w i t h  o t h e r  l i v i n g  t h i n g s "  (p.  13) .  Thi s  communion 
(communica t ion)  w i t h  o t h e r s  ( t h e  r e a d e r s )  i s  c l e a r l y  seen in what  can 
be c o n s i d e r e d  T o l k i e n ' s  f a i r y  t a l e s  f o r  a d u l t s ,  The Hobb i t  (1937) and 
The Lord o f  t h e  Rings  (1965) .
F a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  from myths in t h a t  in  myths ,  t he  
hero r e t a i n s  h i s  superhuman c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a t  t he  end o f  t h e  s t o r y .
" In  f a i r y  t a l e s ,  u n l i k e  myths ,  v i c t o r y  i s  no t  ove r  o t h e r s  bu t  o n l y  o v e r
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o n e s e l f  and o ve r  v i l l a i n y  ( ma in ly  o n e ' s  own, which i s  p r o j e c t e d  as  t he  
h e r o ' s  a n t a g o n i s t ) "  ( B e t t e l h e i m ,  p.  127) .
F a b l e s ,  l i k e  myths ,  a r e  n o t  f a i r y  t a l e s .  F a b l e s ,  though t hey  
may be f a b u l o u s  and r i c h  i n  f a n t a s y ,  t e l l  t h e  r e a d e r  what  t o  do.  They 
make demands,  t h e y  t h r e a t e n  ( B e t t e l h e i m ,  p.  2 7 ) .  The f a i r y  t a l e ,  by 
c o n t r a s t ,  i s  f a r  more s u b t l e .
The f a i r y  t a l e  uses  u n i v e r s a l  symbols  t h a t  p e r m i t  t he  
c h i l d  t o  c hoos e ,  s e l e c t ,  n e g l e c t ,  and i n t e r p r e t  t h e  t a l e  in 
ways c o n g r u e n t  w i t h  h i s  s t a t e  o f  i n t e l l e c t u a l  and p s yc h o l o g ­
i c a l  deve lopment .  Whatever  h i s  s t a t e  o f  deve lopment  may be ,  
t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  i n t i m a t e s  how t h e  c h i l d  may t r a n s c e n d  i t ,  and 
what  may be i n v o l v e d  in r e a c h i n g  t he  n e x t  s t a g e  on h i s  p r o g ­
r e s s  t oward ma tu re  i n t e g r a t i o n  ( B e t t e l h e i m ,  p. 131) .
Von Franz  (1975)  d e s c r i b e s  myths o r  l eg en d s  as  hav ing  "an o v e r ­
l a y  o f  c u l t u r a l  m a t e r i a l "  which h i n d e r s  an a t t e m p t  t o  g e t  a t  " b a s i c  
p a t t e r n s  o f  t h e  human p s y c h e . "  In c o n t r a s t  she s a y s ,  " . . . i n  f a i r y  t a l e s  
t h e r e  i s  much l e s s  s p e c i f i c  c o n s c i o u s  c u l t u r a l  m a t e r i a l  and t h e r e f o r e  
t he y  m i r r o r  t h e  b a s i c  p a t t e r n s  o f  t h e  psyche  more c l e a r l y "  (p.  1) .
Hans C h r i s t i a n  Andersen was keen l y  aware o f  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e ­
tween f a i r y  t a l e s  and s t o r i e s .  He c a l l e d  h i s  t a l e s  Ev e n t y r  og H i s t o r i e r  
t hus  d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  E v e n t y r  ( f a i r y  t a l e s )  from H i s t o r i e r  ( s t o r i e s ) ,  t h e  
f a i r y  t a l e s  hav ing  t h e  s u p e r n a t u r a l  e l emen t  t o  them and t h e  s t o r i e s  l a c k ­
ing t h a t  e l emen t  ( B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975) .
To r e c a p i t u l a t e  t h e n ,  a t y p i c a l  f a i r y  t a l e  i s  ab ou t  a young p e r ­
son who c o n f r o n t s  s ee mi ng l y  overwhelming d i f f i c u l t i e s  b u t  who p e r s i s t s  
i n  h i s  s t r u g g l e  and w i t h  t h e  h e lp  o f  magical  o r  s u p e r n a t u r a l  be i ngs  
manages t o  overcome t h e s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and c o n s e q u e n t l y  f i n d s  h a p p i n e s s .
H i s t o r y  o f  t he  F a i r y  T a l e
As many o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e s  in e x i s t e n c e  t oday  were handed down
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from g e n e r a t i o n  t o  g e n e r a t i o n ,  i t  i s  e x t r e m e l y  d i f f i c u l t  t o  t r a c e  t h e i r  
o r i g i n s .  T o l k i en  (1965) was c a p t i v a t e d  by t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  f a i r y  t a l e s  
b u t  had t h i s  t o  say:
I f e e l  s t r o n g l y ,  t h e  f a s c i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  d e s i r e  t o  unrave l  
t h e  i n t r i c a t e l y  k n o t t e d  and r a m i f i e d  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  b r a nc hes  o f  
t h e  Tr ee  o f  T a l e s .  I t  i s  c l o s e l y  con n ec te d  w i t h  t h e  p h i l o g i s t s '
s t ud y  o f  t h e  t a n g l e d  s k e i n  o f  Language   But even w i t h  r e g a r d
to  l anguage  i t  seems t o  me t h a t  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  q u a l i t y  and a p t i ­
t udes  o f  a g iven  l anguage  in  a l i v i n g  monument i s  both  more im­
p o r t a n t  t o  s e i z e  and f a r  more d i f f i c u l t  t o  make e x p l i c i t  t han  i t s  
l i n e a r  h i s t o r y .  So w i t h  r e g a r d  to  f a i r y  s t o r i e s ,  I f e e l  t h a t  i t  
i s  more i n t e r e s t i n g ,  and a l s o  in i t s  way more d i f f i c u l t ,  t o  con­
s i d e r  what  t h e y  a r e ,  what  a l ch emi c  p r o c e s s e s  o f  t ime have p r o ­
duced them. In D a s e n t ' s  words I would say:  "We must  be s a t i s ­
f i e d  w i t h  t h e  soup t h a t  i s  s e t  b e f o r e  u s ,  and n o t  d e s i r e  t o  see  
t h e  bones o f  t h e  ox o u t  o f  which i t  has been b o i l e d "  (p.  19) .
T o l k i en  goes  on t o  say t h a t  t he  p r o c e s s e s  o f  i n d e p en d en t  i n v e n ­
t i o n ,  i n h e r i t a n c e ,  and d i f f u s i o n  have so c o mp l i c a t e d  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t he
f a i r y  t a l e  t h a t  " i t  i s  now beyond a l l  s k i l l  bu t  t h a t  o f  t h e  e l v e s  to
unrave l  i t "  (p.  20 ) .
We do know, however ,  t h a t  t h e  French c l a i m t h e  f i r s t  p u b l i s h e d  
f a i r y  t a l e s  in  C ha r l e s  P e r r a u l t ' s  (1697) H i s t o i r e s  ou Contes  du temps 
p a s s e  - -  s t o r i e s  o r  t a l e s  o f  long ago — which were s u b t i t l e d  Mother
Goose T a l e s  (Contes  de Ma Mere I ' O i e )  ( S t o ne ,  1959) .  These e i g h t
s t o r i e s ,  C i n d e r e l l a , S l e e p in g  3eaut , y , Hop o'  my Thumb, Diamonds and 
To a ds , B1ue B e a r d , P u s s - i n - 3 o o t s , L i t t l e  Red Rid ing  Hood, and Ricky wi th  
a T u f f , were t o  become some o f  t he  b e s t  known f a i r y  t a l e s  in t h e  Western
wor ld .  I t  i s  an i n t e r e s t i n g  h i s t o r i c a l  n o t e  t h a t  due t o  t h e  c o n t r o v e r s y
s u r r o u n d i n g  f a i r y  t a l e s  a t  t h a t  t i m e ,  P e r r a u l t  s i gned  h i s  s o n ' s  name, 
P i e r r e ,  t o  t he  t a l e s  r a t h e r  t han  t a k e  c r e d i t  a n d / o r  blame f o r  them.
Othe r  f a i r y  t a l e s  come t o  us from Germany (The B r o t h e r s  Grimm 
c o l l e c t i o n ) .  Auden (1952) t e l l s  us t h a t  J acob  and Wilhelm Grimm 
a t t e m p t e d  t o  r e c o r d  t h e  t a l e s  " e x a c t l y  as t h e y  were t o l d  by t h e  f o l k
t he ms e l ve s  w i t h o u t  c o n c e s s i o n s  t o  b o u r g e o i s  p r u d e r y  o r  c u l t u r e d  l i t e r a r y  
c a n o n . . . . "  (p.  x v i i i ) .  Th i s  i s  c l e a r l y  e v i d e n t  in  t h e i r  v e r s i o n  o f  
C i n d e r e l l a  in which we f i n d  C i n d e r e l l a ' s  s t e p m o t h e r  handing  one o f  
C i n d e r e l l a ' s  s t e p s i s t e r s  a k n i f e  and s u c c e s s f u l l y  u r g i n g  h e r  t o  c u t  o f f  
h e r  t o e  in o r d e r  t h a t  t h e  d a u g h t e r ' s  f o o t  w i l l  f i t  i n t o  t he  go lden  s l i p ­
p e r .  And a t  t h e  end o f  t h e  t a l e ,  c o n t r a r y  t o  t h e  s i s t e r l y  r e c o n c i l i a ­
t i o n  we f i n d  in t h e  e a r l i e r  P e r r a u l t  v e r s i o n ,  t h e  Grimm B r o t h e r s  r e c o r d  
t h a t  a t  t h e  wedding o f  C i n d e r e l l a  and t h e  P r i n c e ,  doves  p i c k  o u t  t he  
eyes  o f  C i n d e r e l l a ' s  mean s t e p s i s t e r s  b l i n d i n g  them f o r  t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e i r  
days (Auden,  1952,  pp.  6 8- 69 ) .
Hans C h r i s t i a n  Andersen d i f f e r e d  from t h e  Grimm B r o t h e r s  in t h a t  
in a d d i t i o n  t o  be i ng  a c o l l e c t o r  o f  f o l k  t a l e s  he a l s o  was a c r e a t i v e  
w r i t e r .  He would o f t e n  t a k e  a t r a d i t i o n a l  f o l k  t a l e  and modi fy i t  such 
as he d id  w i t h  "The T r a v e l l i n g  Companion," and "The Wild Swans, "  both 
based on Danish f o l k  t a l e s  ( B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975,  p.  308) .
"The Emper o r ' s  New C lo t he s"  was based  on a Span i s h  t a l e  which
Andersen had r e ad  in  German t r a n s l a t i o n .  Taking  a n a r ro w e r  theme,
Andersen expanded i t  i n t o  a s t o r y  wi t h  u n i v e r s a l  appea l  in t h a t  he r i d i ­
c u l e s  peop le  who p r e t e n d  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  o r  a p p r e c i a t e  t h i n g s  j u s t  so peo­
p l e  w o n ' t  t h i n k  t hey  a r e  s t u p i d  o r  i g n o r a n t  ( B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975,  p. 312) .  
While t h e r e  i s  c l e a r l y  a moral  in "The Emper o r ' s  New C l o t h e s , "  much o f  
t h e  " m o r a l i z i n g "  in A n d e r s e n ' s  t a l e s  was p u t  in by t r a n s l a t o r s ,  " r a r e l y  
by Andersen h i m s e l f "  ( B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975,  p. 347) .  T r a n s l a t o r s  o f  f a i r y  
t a l e s  have g e n e r a l l y  f e l t  l i t t l e  h e s i t a n c y  in " improv ing"  by c hang i ng  an 
a u t h o r ' s  work.
Some o f  t h e s e  a d a p t a t i o n s  and r e w r i t i n g s  a r e  u t t e r l y  
g r o t e s q u e .  In 1944 an e d i t i o n  o f  "The L i t t l e  Match G i r l "  
was p u b l i s h e d  in New York,  w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  n o te  p r i n t e d
on t he  d u s t - j a c k e d :  " C h i l d r e n  w i l l  r e a d  w i t h  d e l i g h t  t h i s
new v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  famous o l d  Hans C h r i s t i a n  Andersen t a l e .
For  in i t  t he  l i t t l e  match g i r l  on t h a t  long ago Chr i s tmas  
Eve does n o t  p e r i s h  from t h e  b i t t e r  c o l d ,  b u t  f i n d s  warmth 
and c h e e r  and a l o v e l y  home where she l i v e s  h a p p i l y  e v e r  
a f t e r  ( B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975,  p.  337)
Andersen d i f f e r s  from t h e  Grimms and o t h e r  a u t h o r s  o f  f a i r y  
t a l e s  in t h e  " d e l i c a c y ,  t h e  i n t e n s i t y ,  t h e  s p l e n d o r ,  and t h e  b ea u t y  o f  
h i s  p i c t u r e s . . . "  (Book,  1962,  p. 198) .  A n d e r s e n ' s  s t o r i e s  w r i t t e n  in  
such a f a s h i o n  e a s i l y  e l i c i t s  t h e  empathy o f  t h e  r e a d e r  f o r  such c h a r ­
a c t e r s  as t h e  L i t t l e  Match G i r l ,  whom Andersen p o i g n a n t l y  d e s c r i b e s  t hus
When she l e f t  h e r  own house she c e r t a i n l y  had had s l i p p e r s  
on;  bu t  o f  what  use  were t hey?  They were very  b i g  s l i p p e r s ,  
and h e r  mother  had used them t i l l  t h e n ,  so b ig  were t h e y .  The 
l i t t l e  maid l o s t  them as she s l i p p e d  a c r o s s  t h e  r o a d ,  where  two 
c a r r i a g e s  were r a t t l i n g  by t e r r i b l y  f a s t . . . S o  now t h e  l i t t l e  
g i r l  went  w i t h  h e r  naked f e e t ,  which were q u i t e  r ed  and b lue  
w i t h  c o l d .  In an o l d  apron she c a r r i e d  a number o f  m a tc h es ,  
and a bund l e  o f  them in h e r  hand ( Ta l e s  o f  Grimm and Ande r sen ,
Auden,  1952,  p. 507) .
Whereas t h e  Grimm t a l e s  seem t o  be most  e f f e c t i v e  in  t h e i r  s t a r k  
p o r t r a y a l  o f  c r u e l  j u s t i c e  f o r  m i sd eed s ,  Andersen t a k e s  t h e  o p p o s i t e  
t a c t  and e m p a t h i c a l l y  p r e s e n t s  warm, l o v i n g  c h a r a c t e r s  wi t h  which t h e  
l i s t e n e r / r e a d e r  can e a s i l y  i d e n t i f y .
A n d e r s e n ' s  b i o g r a p h e r s  ( e . g . ,  Godden,  1956;  T o k s v i g ,  1934; 
B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975; and Book, 1962) a l l  n o t e  what  might  be c a l l e d  s t r e a k s  
o f  a d o l e s c e n t  i m m a t u r i t y  t h r o u g h o u t  A n d e r s e n ' s  l i f e .  He n e ve r  com­
p l e t e l y  grew up,  a q u a l i t y  t h a t  pe rhaps  he lp ed  h i s  w r i t i n g .  Book (1962) 
n o t e s  t h a t  " h i s  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  n a t u r e  had t h a t  n a i ve  and r u t h l e s s  l ove  o f  
t r u t h  which one f i n d s  i n  t h e  u n s p o i l e d  mind o f  a c h i l d "  (p .  199) .
While Andersen was de ep ly  r e l i g i o u s  he was n o t  an o r t h od ox  
C h r i s t i a n .  He d i d  n o t  b e l i e v e  in t h e  r e s u r r e c t i o n  o f  t h e  body,  was very  
t o l e r a n t  o f  a l l  r e l i g i o n s ,  and de ep ly  s y m p a t h e t i c  f o r  t h e  Jews.  
A n d e r s e n ' s  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  t h e  Jews i s  c l e a r l y  e v i d e n t  in h i s  s t o r y ,  "The
Jewish  Maiden . "  T h e r e i n ,  a l i t t l e  J ewi sh  g i r l  d i e s  and i s  d e n i e d  b u r i a l  
i n  t he  C h r i s t i a n  c h u r c h y a r d .  N o n e t h e l e s s ,  Andersen s ay s :
t he  sun which s h i n e s  upon t he  g r aves  o f  t he  C h r i s t i a n s  
s h i n e s  upon h e r ;  and the  church  hymns sound a c r o s s  t he  
c h u r c h - y a r d ,  t o  h e r  l o n e l y  r e s t i n g  p l a c e .  She who s l e e p s  
t h e r e  may be c ou n t ed  as wor thy a t  t he  r e s u r r e c t i o n  as  t h o s e  
who have been b a p t i z e d  (Ander sen ,  1967,  p.  192) .
A n d e r s e n ' s  u n i v e r s a l  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  peop l e  i s  r e c i p r o c a t e d  by 
t h e i r  a c c e p t a n c e  o f  him as h i s  t a l e s  have been t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  over  100 
l anguages  ( B r e d s d o r f f ,  1975) .
E a r l y  A t t a ck s  on F a i r y  Ta l e s
Though g e n e r a l l y  a c c e p t e d  now, f a i r y  t a l e s  had no easy  t ime s u r ­
v i v i n g  e a r l y  c r i t i c i s m .  In The Guard ian  o f  E d u c a t i o n , a magazine  pub­
l i s h e d  from 1802 t o  1806 in London,  a group o f  f a i r y  t a l e s  were r ev i ewed  
th  i s way:
P a r t i a l ,  as we c on f e s s  o u r s e l v e s  t o  be ,  t o  most  o f  t he  
books o f  t he  o l d  s c h o o l ,  we can n o t  approve  o f  t h o s e  which a r e  
on ly  f i t  t o  f i l l  t h e  heads  o f  c h i l d r e n  w i t h  c onfused  n o t i o n s  
o f  wonder ful  and s u p e r n a t u r a l  e v e n t s ,  b r o u g h t  a b ou t  by the  
agency o f  i mag i na r y  be ings  ( K o t z i n ,  1972,  p. 11) .
A rev i ew o f  t he  Mother  Goose t a l e s  i n  t h e  same magazine  s a i d :
. . . t a l e s  o f  t h i s  n a t u r e  p r e s e n t e d  to  t he  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  
u s u a l l y  make deep i m p r e s s i o n s ,  and i n j u r e  t he  t e n d e r  minds o f  
c h i l d r e n ,  by e x c i t i n g  u n r e a s o n a b l e  and g r o u n d l e s s  f e a r .  N e i t h e r  
do the  g e n e r a l i t y  o f  t a l e s  o f  t h i s  k ind supp ly  any moral  i n ­
s t r u c t i o n  l e v e l  to  the  i n f a n t i n e  c a p a c i t y  ( K o t z i n ,  1972,  p. 11) .
The f a i r y  t a l e  was no t  w i t h o u t  i t s  p r o p o n e n t s .  In a l e t t e r  to  
Samuel T a y l o r  C o l e r i d g e  d a t e d  Oc tober  23,  1802,  C ha r l e s  Lamb s t r o n g l y  
c r i t i c i z e d  t h e  p u b l i s h e r  o f  The Guard ian  o f  Educa t i on  f o r  oppos ing  f a i r y
t a l e s .  He t hen  went  on to  l ament .
S c i e nce  has succeeded  to  P o e t r y  no l e s s  in t he  l i t t l e  
walks  o f  c h i l d r e n  than  w i t h  men. Is t h e r e  no p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  
a v e r t i n g  t h i s  s o r e  e v i l ?  Think what  you would have been now, 
i f  i n s t e a d  of  be in g  f e d  w i t h  T a l e s  and o l d  w i v es '  f a b l e s  in
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c h i l d h o o d ,  you had been crammed w i t h  geography and n a t u r a l  
h i s t o r y  ( Lucas ,  1935,  p.  326) .
C o l e r i d g e  had w r i t t e n  i n  179.7:
Should c h i l d r e n  be p e r m i t t e d  to  r e a d  romances ,  and r e l a ­
t i o n s  o f  g i a n t s  and m a g i c i an s  and g e n i i ?  I know a l l  t h a t  
has  been s a i d  a g a i n s t  i t ;  b u t  I have formed my f a i t h  in t he  
a f f i r m a t i v e .  I know no o t h e r  way o f  g i v i n g  t h e  mind a l ove  
o f  t h e  G r e a t  and t h e  Whole ( K o t z i n ,  1972) .
Dur ing t he  1 8 5 0 l s ,  a r t i c l e s  ap pea re d  in C ha r l e s  Dickens '  j o u r -
n a l , Household Words, which d e f en ded  f a i r y  t a l e s .  During t h i s  t i m e ,
Wordswor th ' s  The P r e l u d e  was p u b l i s h e d  in which he a c c l a i m s :
Oh, g i v e  us once a g a i n  t h e  Wishing Cap 
Of F o r t u n a t u s ,  and t h e  i n v i s i b l e  Coat  
Of J ac k  t h e  G i a n t - k i l l e r ,  Robin Hood,
And Sabra  in  t h e  f o r e s t  w i t h  S t .  George
The c h i l d ,  whose l o v e  i s  h e r e ,  a t  l e a s t  do th  r e ap
One p r e c i o u s  g a i n ,  t h a t  he f o r g e t s  h i m s e l f .
(11.  364-369)
An anonymous a u t h o r  had t h i s  t o  s ay  in t h e  London Q u a r t e r l y  
Review in 1860:
On t h e  w ho l e ,  we may c onc l ude  t h a t  t h e  g r e a t  purpose  o f  
c h i l d r e n ' s  books i s  n o t  so much t o  i mp a r t  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  as 
t o  promote growth .  We must  n o t  t h i n k  of  a c h i l d ' s  mind as 
a v e s s e l ,  which i t  i s  f o r  us t o  f i l l ,  b u t  as a w o n d e r f u l l y  
o r g a n i z e d  i n s t r u m e n t ,  which i t  i s  f o r  us to  deve lop  and to  
s e t  in  m o t i o n . . . (Coveny,  1967,  p.  127) .
The a u t h o r  o f  t h e  a r t i c l e  t hen  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  
q u e s t i o n  sh ou ld  be a sked  o f  good c h i l d r e n ' s  l i t e r a t u r e :  "Above a l l ,  does
i t  make t h e  eye g l i s t e n  and t h e  cheek glow,  and t h e  l imbs  o f  t h e  l i t t l e  
one move w i t h  d e l i g h t ? "  He c o n c l u d e s  t h a t  f a i r y  t a l e s  meet  t h i s  c r i t e r i o n  
(Coveny,  p. 127) .  The a u t h o r  o f  t h i s  amazing a r t i c l e  w r i t t e n  o v e r  one 
hundred y e a r s  ago t h e n  p r oduces  t h i s  t r e n c h a n t  i n s i g h t :
P i c t u r e s  and gay c o l o r s  and romances do no t  g iv e  us 
l i t e r a l  t r u t h ,  no r  i n de ed  t r u t h  i n  an o b j e c t i v e  s en s e  a t  
a l l ;  b u t  t h e y  a r e  t r u e  s u b j e c t i v e l y .  They i n t e r p r e t  our  
dreams and f a n c i e s  t o  o u r s e l v e s ,  and keep t he  i m a g i n a t i v e  
power in h e a l t h y  e x e r c i s e ,  by employing i t  upon some o b j e c t
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o f  e x t e r n a l  i n t e r e s t ,  when o t h e r w i s e  i t  would brood p a i n f u l l y  
and u n h e a l t h i l y  upon i t s e l f  (Coveny,  p.  127) .
Th i s  e a r l y  s t a t e m e n t  fo r eshadows  l a t e r  p s y c h o a n a l y t i c  w r i t i n g s  
o f  Kr i s  (1952) and Jung ( 1959) .  Kr i s  s t a t e s  t h a t  f a i r y  t a l e s  e n a b l e  
c h i l d r e n  t o  work o u t  t h e i r  p s y c h i c  f a n t a s i e s  v i c a r i o u s l y ,  in a ha rml es s  
way approved  by s o c i e t y .  Jung e x t e n d s  t h i s  f u n c t i o n  t o  a d u l t s  as w e l l ,  
c l a i m i n g :
. . . i n  myths and f a i r y  t a l e s ,  as  in  d reams ,  t h e  psyche 
t e l l s  i t s  own s t o r y ,  and t h e  i n t e r p l a y  o f  t h e  a r c h e t y p e s  
i s  r e v e a l e d  in i t s  n a t u r a l  s e t t i n g . . . ( J ung ,  1969,  p. 217) .
On a n o t h e r  l e v e l ,  6 .  K. C h e s t e r t o n  in h i s  book Orthodoxy 
d e c ! a r e s :
The t h i n g s  I b e l i e v e d  mos t  t he n  ( i n  c h i l d h o o d ) ,  t h e  
t h i n g s  I b e l i e v e  most  now, a r e  t he  t h i n g s  c a l l e d  f a i r y
t a l e s  Compared w i t h  them r e l i g i o n  and r a t i o n a l i s m  a r e
both  abnormal ,  t hough r e l i g i o n  i s  a bnor ma l l y  r i g h t  and 
r a t i o n a l i s m  abn o r ma l l y  wrong.  F a i r y l a n d  i s  n o t h i n g  bu t  
t h e  sunny c o u n t r y  o f  common s en s e  ( C h e s t e r t o n ,  1943,  p.  37 ) .
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS
Why f a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  t h o u g h t  t o  be i m p o r t a n t  depends  on which 
t h e o r e t i c a l  f ramework one uses  in e x p l a i n i n g  how t h e y  work and what  im­
p a c t  t he y  have.  Thr ee  o f  t h e s e  f rameworks a r e :  p s y c h o a n a l y t i c ;  s o c i a l -
l e a r n i n g ;  and b e h a v i o r a l .
P s y c h o a n a l y t i c  Framework
For a number o f  y e a r s  t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  a t t a i n i n g  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  
m a t u r i t y  has been i n v e s t i g a t e d  ( e . g . ,  Murray ,  1938; He a t h ,  1965; and Cox, 
1974) .  R e c e n t l y ,  B e t t e l h e i m  (1976) i m p l i c a t e d  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  as  be ing  
i m p o r t a n t  in  t h i s  process . .
E r i ck s on  (1963)  c o n s i d e r e d  p r o g r e s s i o n  from a p o s i t i o n  o f  de­
pendency to  one o f  i ndependence  as  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  normal development
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o f  an i n d i v i d u a l .  The c h i l d ' s  t a s k  o f  s e p a r a t i o n  from h i s  p a r e n t s  and 
the  co nco mi t an t  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  independence  can i n v o l v e  c o n s i d e r a b l e  
c o n f l i c t  and ambi va l ence  ( D o l l a r d  and M i l l e r ,  1950) as  t h e  c h i l d  i s  
l e a v i n g  a p o s i t i o n  o f  s e c u r i t y  f o r  a p o s i t i o n  in  which h i s  i d e n t i t y  and 
s e c u r i t y  have no t  y e t  been e s t a b l i s h e d .  P s y c h o a n a l y t i c  t h e o r i s t s  be­
l ieve t h a t  much o f  t h i s  c o n f l i c t  t a k e s  p l a c e  on an u nc onsc ious  l e v e l  
( e . g . ,  K l e i n ,  1961) ,  in t h e  s ens e  o f  both  t h e  c h i l d ' s  awareness  o f  t h e  
p a r a m e t e r s  o f  t h e  problem and h i s  a t t e m p t s  a t  r e s o l u t i o n .
The wor ld  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  i s  t y p i c a l l y  s e t  long ago and f a r  
away,  and t hu s  from a p s y c h o a n a l y t i c '  v i e w p o i n t ,  t h o u g h t  t o  be s u f f i ­
c i e n t l y  removed from t he  c h i l d ' s  wor ld  t o  a l l o w  him t o  p r o j e c t  i n t o  t h a t  
f a i r y  wor ld  some o f  t h e  u n a c c e p t a b l e  o r  a m b i v a l en t  f e e l i n g s  he may have.
B e t t e l h e i m  (1976) b e l i e v e s  a c h i l d  r e c e i v e s  c r i t i c a l l y  i m p o r t a n t  
communicat ions  from two s o u r c e s :  h i s  p a r e n t s  and h i s  c u l t u r a l  h e r i t a g e .
The communicat ion from t h e  c u l t u r e ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  B e t t e l h e i m ,  t a k e s  p l a c e  
t h r ough  l i t e r a t u r e .  He s ays :
Through most  o f  man ' s  h i s t o r y ,  a c h i l d ' s  i n t e l l e c t u a l  
l i f e ,  a p a r t  f rom immediate  e x p e r i e n c e s  w i t h i n  t h e  f a m i l y ,  de­
pended on t he  my t h i ca l  and r e l i g i o u s  s t o r i e s  and on f a i r y  
t a l e s .  Th i s  t r a d i t i o n a l  l i t e r a t u r e  f ed  t h e  c h i l d ' s  imag i na ­
t i o n  and s t i m u l a t e d  h i s  f a n t a s i z i n g .  S i m u l t a n e o u s l y ,  s i n c e  
t h e s e  s t o r i e s  answered t h e  c h i l d ' s  most  i m p o r t a n t  q u e s t i o n s ,  
t h e y  were a major  a g e n t  o f  h i s  s o c i a l i z a t i o n  (p.  24 ) .
B e t t e l h e i m  has  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  h e lp s  t h e  c h i l d  
t h r ough  p e r i o d s  o f  deve lopmenta l  t r a n s i t i o n  by conveying  t o  him a s en s e  
o f  c omfor t  and hope.  Comfort  in  t h e  s ens e  t h a t  o t h e r s  have e x p e r i e n c e d  
t r a u m a t i c  happenings  in  t h e i r  l i v e s  and hope,  in t h a t  t h e y  managed some­
how t o  overcome t h e s e  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  At t i m e s ,  a f a i r y  t a l e  w i l l  end,  
"and t hey  l i v e d  h a p p i l y  e v e r  a f t e r . "  The happy end i ng  i m p l i e s  t h a t  t h e  
hero  o f  t he  s t o r y  has  r e s o l v e d  t h e  i n n e r  c o n f l i c t  t h a t  accompanied t he
n
s t r u g g l e .  The ambi va l ence  has  been r e s o l v e d  o r  i n t e g r a t e d ,  a l l o w i n g  him 
t o  p roceed  fo r ward  d e v e l o p m e n t a l l y .  At  t h e  end o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  t h e  
he ro  r e t u r n s  to  " no rma l , "  and a g a i n  becomes "a mere m o r t a l "  ( B e t t e l h e i m ,  
p. .  57 ) .  I t  i s  as i f  he has g o t t e n  what  he needed from t h e  magica l  
s o u r c e s  and now can make i t  on h i s  own. And as t h e  c o n f l i c t  i s  t h o u g h t  
t o  t a k e  p l a c e  a t  l e a s t  p a r t i a l l y  on an u n c onsc ious  l e v e l ,  so too t he  
f a i r y  t a l e  i s  t h o u g h t  t o  speak  t o  t he  c h i l d ,  in  p a r t ,  on t h a t  same l e v e l .
B e t t e l h e i m  s t a t e s :
They ( f a i r y  t a l e s )  speak  abou t  h i s  i n n e r  p r e s s u r e s  in 
a way t h a t  t he  c h i l d  u n c o n s c i o u s l y  u n d e r s t a n d s ,  and — 
w i t h o u t  b e l i t t l i n g  t he  most  s e r i o u s  i n n e r  s t r u g g l e s  which 
growing up e n t a i l s  - -  o f f e r  examples  of  bo t h  t empor a r y  and 
permanent  s o l u t i o n s  t o  p r e s s i n g  problems (p .  6 ) .
Like  B e t t e l h e i m ,  Von Franz  (1975) s t r e s s e s  t he  i mpor t ance  o f  t he  
u n c o n s c i o u s ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  u n c o ns c i o u s .  She s a y s ,  " F a i r y  
t a l e s  a r e  t he  p u r e s t  and s i m p l e s t  e x p r e s s i o n  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  unconsc i ous  
p s y c h i c  p r o c e s s e s . . . .They r e p r e s e n t  t he  a r c h e t y p e s  in  t h e i r  s i m p l e s t ,  
b a r e s t  and most  c o n c i s e  form" (p .  1) .
La te  in h i s  l i f e ,  Jung (1964) took  c a r e  t o  p o i n t  o u t  t h a t  a r c h e ­
t y pe s  were o f t e n  m i s u nd e r s t oo d  to  be d e f i n i t e  m y t h o l o g i c a l  images o r  
m o t i f s .  What t hey  r e a l l y  a r e ,  s a i d  J ung ,  i s  "a t endency  to  form ( such)  
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  o f  a m o t i f  - -  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  t h a t  can va ry  a g r e a t  deal  
i n  d e t a i l  w i t h o u t  l o s i n g  t h e i r  b a s i c  p a t t e r n "  (p.. 67 ) .  S i nc e  t h e  a r c h e ­
t y pe s  a r e  no t  " d e f i n i t e  images" i t  seems t o  f o l l o w  t h a t  any d e v i c e  such 
as an i l l u s t r a t i o n  which p r e s e n t s  a s t r u c t u r e d  image,  i n t e r f e r e s  wi t h  
t h e  t r u e  a r c h e t y p a l  p r o c e s s ,  i . e . ,  forming a r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  a m o t i f .
In o t h e r  words ,  f a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  i m p o r t a n t ,  from a J u ng i an  f ramework,  in 
t h a t  t he y  s t i m u l a t e  ( t h r o u g h  t he  w r i t t e n  o r  spoken word) t h e  r e a d e r  t o  
c r e a t e  ( r e - c r e a t e ) ,  i n  h i s  own way,  p r i m o r d i a l  images o r  m o t i f s .
12
Jung (1923)  warns  t h a t  t he  unconsc i ous  s h ou ld  n o t  be t a ken  
l i g h t l y .  Jung b e l i e v e s  we s h o u l d  s t r i v e  t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  v a r i o u s  d i s ­
p a r a t e  u nconsc i ous  e l em en t s  i n t o  our  p e r s o n a l i t i e s .  And shou l d  we f a i l  
t o  deal  e f f e c t i v e l y  w i t h  t h e s e  u n c onsc ious  e l emen t s  t he y  a r e  a p t  t o  r i s e  
up a g a i n s t  us and be r e f l e c t e d  i n  p sych op a th o l o gy  (Campbel l ,  1971) .  
B e t t e l h e i m  i s  o f  s i m i l a r  b e n t  and t a l k s  o f  o n e ' s  unconsc i ous  mind be ing  
" p a r t i a l l y  overwhelmed" by d e r i v a t i v e s  from r e p r e s s e d  u nc onsc ious  e l e ­
ments (p .  7 ) .  I f ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand,  t h e s e  unconsc i ous  e l emen t s  a r e  
p e r m i t t e d  some d e g r e e  o f  awareness  and "worked th r ough  in  i m a g i n a t i o n "  
t hen  t h e i r  " p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c a u s i n g  h a r m . . . ‘,' s  much r e d u c e d . . . "  ( p .  7 ) .
Being communicated t o  i n  a ve ry  s p e c i a l  ( a l b e i t  an un co ns c io u s )  
way i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i m p o r t a n t  f o r  a c h i l d  who happens  t o  be i n  a p e r i o d  
o f  deve lopmenta l  s t r e s s ,  f o r  example ,  p e r i o d s  when t h e  c h i l d  i s  e s t a b ­
l i s h i n g  h i s  i d e n t i t y  o r  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  g a i n  i ndependence  from p a r e n t a l  
f i g u r e s .  These t imes  can be t r a u m a t i c  f o r  t h e  c h i l d .  He may f e e l  
overwhelmed by s u p e r i o r  a d u l t s  or  p e e r s  a g a i n s t  whom he s t r u g g l e s .  
B e t t e l h e i m  t e l l s  us t h a t  t he  need f o r  t h e  r e a s s u r a n c e  in  such a c h i l d  
i s  met  by t h e  f a i r y  t a l e .  He s t a t e s :
t h a t  a s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  s e v e r e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  in  l i f e  i s  
u n a v o i d a b l e ,  i s  an i n t r i n s i c  p a r t  o f  human e x i s t e n c e  - -  bu t  
t h a t  i f  one does  n o t  shy away,  b u t  s t e a d f a s t l y  meets  un­
e x p e c t e d  and o f t e n  u n j u s t  h a r d s h i p s ,  one m a s t e r s  a l l  ob­
s t a c l e s  and a t  t h e  end emerges v i c t o r i o u s  (p.  8 ) .
S i m i l a r  s e n t i m e n t s  a r e  e x p r e s s e d  by Heuscher  (1963) .  He main­
t a i n s :
The f a i r y  t a l e  awakens i n  t he  c h i l d  t h e  f e e l i n g  o f  p a r ­
t i c i p a t i o n  w i t h  o t h e r  b e i n g s ,  wi t h  peop l e  no t  on l y  o f  h i s  
immedia te  e n v i ro n me n t ,  bu t  o f  a l l  n a t i o n s .  He beg i ns  to  
s e n s e  t h a t  he i s  n o t  a l o n e  wi t h  h i s ,  a t  t imes  h o r r i d  and 
v i o l e n t ,  f a n t a s i e s ,  and t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  a r e  meaningfu l  and 
v a l u a b l e  s o u r c e s  o f  s t r e n g t h  f o r  u s e f u l  s u b l i m a t i o n s ,  as long 
as  t hey  n ev er  become co n f u sed  w i t h  t h e  outward r e a l i t y -----
The f a i r y  t a l e  communicates  t o  t h e  c h i l d  a dim,  i n t u i t i v e  
u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  h i s  own n a t u r e  and o f  h i s  f u t u r e  p o t e n ­
t i a l i t i e s  (p.  185) .
The v a l ue  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  i s  c l e a r l y  a r t i c u l a t e d  by B e t t e l h e i m .
He s ays :
. . . t h e  paramount  impor t ance  o f  f a i r y  t a l e s  f o r  t h e  grow­
ing i n d i v i d u a l  r e s i d e s  in  something  o t h e r  t han  t e a c h i n g s  abou t  
c o r r e c t  ways o f  behav i ng  in  t h i s  wor ld  — such wisdom i s  
p l e n t i f u l l y  s u p p l i e d  in r e l i g i o n ,  myths ,  and f a b l e s .  F a i r y  
s t o r i e s  do n o t  p r e t e n d  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e  wor ld  as  i t  i s ,  nor  
do t h e y  a d v i s e  what  one ought  t o  do.  The f a i r y  t a l e  i s
t h e r a p e u t i c  b ecaus e  t h e  p a t i e n t  f i n d s  h i s  own s o l u t i o n s ,
t h r ough  c o n t e m p l a t i n g  what  t h e  s t o r y  seems t o  imply abou t  
him and h i s  i n n e r  c o n f l i c t s  a t  t h i s  moment in  h i s  l i f e  (p.  25 ) .
The s t r u g g l e  d e p i c t e d  in  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  i s  c l e a r l y  drawn.  The 
c h a r a c t e r s  a r e  u n i d i m e n s i o n a l  in  t h e  s ens e  o f  b e i n g ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  a l l  
i n d u s t r i o u s  o r  a l l  l a z y .  Thus t h e  c h i l d  i s  a b l e  t o  i d e n t i f y  e a s i l y  t he  
c h a r a c t e r s  in  t he  s t o r y  which ,  in t u r n ,  a l l ow s  him t o  i d e n t i f y  w i t h  c e r -  
t a i n  o f  them as t he y  meet  h i s  needs .  The needs  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  c h i l d  a r e  
d i r e c t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  deve lopmenta l  s t a g e  t he  c h i l d  i s  in as  d i f f e r e n t  
t a s k s  c o n f r o n t  t h e  c h i l d  a t  each  age l e v e l .  B e t t e l h e i m  warns  us a g a i n s t  
an a t t e m p t  t o  d e t e r m i n e  which f a i r y  t a l e s  w i l l  be most  i m p o r t a n t  t o  t h e  
c h i l d .  "Thi s  o n l y  t h e  c h i l d  can d e t e r m in e  and r e v e a l  by t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f
f e e l i n g  wi t h  which he r e a c t s  t o  what  a t a l e  evokes  in  h i s  c o n s c i o u s  and
u nc ons c ious  mind" (p.  17) .  The f a i r y  t a l e  does  n o t  h i t  t h e  c h i l d  over  
t h e  head w i t h  an e x p l i c i t  s o l u t i o n  t o  h i s  deve lopmenta l  c r i s i s  bu t  
r a t h e r  p e r m i t s  him t o  a r r i v e  a t  h i s  own s o l u t i o n s ,  a t  h i s  own p ace ,  by 
c o n t e m p l a t i n g  e l e m e n t s  o f  t h e  s t o r y  which a r e  r e l e v a n t  t o  h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  
s t a g e  o f  deve lopment  (p.  25) .
On t h e  o t h e r  hand,  Heuscher  ( 1963) ,  w h i l e  n o t  denying  t h a t  a 
c h i l d  g e t s  from a f a i r y  t a l e  t h o s e  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  r e l e v a n t  t o  h i s  s i t u ­
a t i o n ,  b e l i e v e s  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i n  f a i r y  t a l e s  which a r e  maximal ly
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b e n e f i c i a l  to  a c h i l d  in  a g iven  deve l opment a l  s t a g e .  Heuscher  s t a t e s  
t h a t  w h i l e  some f a i r y  t a l e s  c ov e r  t he  whole  l i f e  from c h i l dh o o d  t o  a d u l t ­
hood,  " t he y  f r e q u e n t l y  focus  mainly  on one o f  t he  t h r e e  p e r i o d s :  e a r l y
c h i l d h o o d ,  l a t e n c y  p e r i o d ,  o r  a d o l e s c e n c e "  (p .  62 ) .
The t h e r a p e u t i c  impact  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  i s  se ldom immedia te .
The c h i l d ,  B e t t e l h e i m  s a y s ,  must  h e a r  t he  t a l e  a number o f  t i m e s  "Only
on r e p e a t e d  h e a r i n g s . . . and when g i ven  ample t ime and o p p o r t u n i t y  to  l i n ­
g e r  ove r  i t ,  i s  a c h i l d  a b l e  t o  p r o f i t  f u l l y  from what  t h e  s t o r y  has to 
o f f e r  him in  r e g a r d  t o  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  h i m s e l f  and h i s  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  t he  
wor ld"  (p.  58) .
S o c i a l - l e a r n i n g  Framework
The imp or t an ce  o f  f a i r y  t a l e s  can be c o n s i d e r e d  no t  on ly  from a 
p s y c h o a n a l y t i c  v i e w p o i n t ,  bu t  a l s o  from a s o c i a l - l e a r n i n g  v i e w p o i n t .  A 
s o c i a l - l e a r n i n g  app r oach  emphas izes  t h a t  l e a r n i n g  can t a k e  p l a c e  w i t h o u t  
any d i r e c t  r e i n f o r c e m e n t  ( R o t t e r ,  1954; Bandura and W a l t e r s ,  1963) .
R o t t e r  (1954,  1972) s t r e s s e s  an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  e x p e c t a t i o n s  abou t  f u t u r e  
outcomes and t he  s u b j e c t i v e  v a l ue  o f  r e i n f o r c e m e n t  i n  d e t e r m i n i n g  what  
an i n d i v i d u a l  does .  In t h i s  ve in  t hen  a c h i l d ' s  l i s t e n i n g  to a f a i r y  
t a l e  and s e l e c t i v e l y  a t t e n d i n g  t o  c e r t a i n  e l emen t s  cou ld  i n f l u e n c e  how 
he approaches  f u t u r e  s i t u a t i o n s  and h i s  e x p e c t a t i o n s  o f  a c h i e v i n g  s u c ­
ces s  ( r e i n f o r c e m e n t )  i n  t h o s e  s i t u a t i o n s .  Thus ,  a c h i l d  who h e a r s  ( o r  
r e a d s )  t h a t  J ack  was s u c c e s s f u l  in  h i s  f o r a y  a g a i n s t  t h e  g i a n t  in  t he  
c a s t l e  a top  t h e  b e a n s t a l k  might  change h i s  e x p e c t a t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  t he  
outcome o f  e n c o u n t e r s  he c o n s t r u e s  as somehow s i m i l a r  in  h i s  own l i f e .
One of  t he  d i s t i n c t i o n s  o f  t he  Grimm t a l e s  i s  t h a t  w h i l e  g r e a t  
m i s f o r t u n e  o f t e n  b e f a l l s  t he  h e r o / h e r o i n e ,  he o r  she e v e n t u a l l y  t r i umphs
w h i l e  t he  p e r p e t r a t o r s  o f  e v i l  t y p i c a l l y  come t o  gr im (Grimm) e n d i n g s .
For  i n s t a n c e ,  a t  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  of  Snow White and t he  Seven Dwarfs t he  
s t e p m o t h e r  i s  made t o  dance i n  r e d - h o t  i r o n  shoes  u n t i l  she  f a l l s  down 
dead (Auden,  1952,  p.  7 5 ) .  Li kewise  in  t h e  Grimm B r o t h e r s '  The White 
Br i de  and t he  Black B r i d e , t h e  s t e p m o t h e r  who had pushed h e r  s t e p ­
d a u g h t e r  from a hor sedrawn c a r r i a g e  i n t o  a deep r i v e r  i s  s t r i p p e d  naked,  
pu t  i n t o  a b a r r e l  o f  n a i l s  which i s  h a r n a s s e d  t o  a h o r s e  and r i d d e n  
abou t  t he  l and  (Auden,  1952,  p. 299) .  Thus from a s o c i a l -1 e a r n i n g  f r ame ­
work,  f a i r y  t a l e s  make i t  m a n i f e s t  t o  t he  c h i l d  t h a t  peop l e  who do bad 
t h i n g s  in t h i s  l i f e  a r e  a p t  t o  s u f f e r  t h e  most  d i r e  consequences  
i ma g i n a b l e .
The s o c i a l - l e a r n i n g  approach  emphas i zes  t he  imp or t an ce  o f  aware ­
ness  both  in  l e a r n i n g  (DeNike,  1964) and ,  more g e n e r a l l y ,  in  b e h a v i o r .
So a c h i l d ' s  r e a c t i o n  t o ,  and s u b s e q u e n t  a d o p t i o n  o f  i d e a s  o r  b e h a v i o r s  
from a f a i r y  t a l e  would, be e x p l a i n e d  more in  t erms  o f  h i s  awareness  o f  
t h o s e  i d e a s  and b e h a v i o r s ,  r a t h e r  t han  in  terms of  some unconsc ious  
i n f l u e n c e .
Bandura (1969,  1971) has d i s c u s s e d  both  t h e  imp or t an ce  of  o b s e r ­
v a t i o n  in  l e a r n i n g  and t h e  impac t  a model has on a c h i l d ' s  b e h a v i o r .  In 
t h i s  l i g h t ,  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  can be viewed as models  o f  b e h a v i o r .  I t  would 
seem,  t h e n ,  t h a t  t h o s e  s t o r y  e l emen t s  which a r e  i l l u s t r a t e d  would t end  
t o  have a g r e a t e r  impac t  on t he  c h i l d ' s  memory o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e ,  h i s  
p l acement  o f  e mphas i s ,  and s u b s e q u e n t  b e h a v i o r s  in which he may engage 
based  on o r  p r e c i p i t a t e d  by t he  f a i r y  t a l e .
B ehav i o r a l  Framework
A t h i r d  framework which can be used t o  e x p l a i n  t he  impor t ance  or
impac t  o f  a f a i r y  t a l e  i s  b e h a v i o r i s m ,  w i t h  i t s  emphas i s  on r e i n f o r c e ­
ment  ( T h o r n d i ke ,  1911; S k i n n e r ,  1938) .  Thor nd ike  (1911)  s t a t e d  t h a t  b e ­
h a v i o r s  which r e s u l t  i n  p l e a s u r a b l e  outcomes w i l l  t e nd  t o  be r e p e a t e d  
w h i l e  t h o s e  r e s u l t i n g  in  n o n - p l e a s u r a b l e  outcomes w i l l  t end  no t  t o  be 
r e p e a t e d  ( T h o r n d i k e ' s  Law o f  E f f e c t ) .  D o l l a r d  and M i l l e r  (1950) p r o v i de  
a b r i d g e  between b e h a v i o r a l  and p s y c h o a n a l y t i c  c o n c e p t s .  Like Fr eud ,  
Do l l a rd  and M i l l e r  b e l i e v e  t h a t  c o n f l i c t  and a n x i e t y  a r e  common human 
e x p e r i e n c e s .  Through p r i n c i p l e s  o f  c o n d i t i o n i n g  ( e . g . ,  Watson and 
Raynor ,  1920) i t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h e  c h i l d  comes t o  a s s o c i a t e  a n x i e t y  (a 
l e a r n e d  d r i v e  a c c o r d i n g  t o  D o l l a r d  and M i l l e r )  wi th  c e r t a i n  env i ronmenta l  
s i t u a t i o n s ,  such as  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  mother  o r  a s i b l i n g .  The a n x i e t y  
thus  a c t s  as  a d r i v e ,  a m o t i v a t o r  f o r  t he  c h i l d .  The a c t i v a t e d  c h i l d  
t hen  p o s s i b l y  e n c o u n t e r s  a s t i m u l u s  ( cue i n  D o l l a r d  and M i l l e r ' s  p a r ­
l a n c e )  such as  a f a i r y  t a l e  t o  which he makes a r e s p o n s e  ( l i s t e n i n g ,  
l o o k i n g ,  t h i n k i n g  a b o u t ,  v o c a l i z i n g ,  i d e n t i f y i n g ,  p r o j e c t i n g ,  e t c . ) .
These a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t he  c h i l d  can be t h o u g h t  t hen  t o  r educe  t h e  d r i v e  
( t h e  a n x i e t y )  o f  t h e  c h i l d  and a r e  c o n s e q u e n t l y  r e i n f o r c i n g .
More r e c e n t l y ,  o t h e r  t h e o r i s t s  have h y p o t h e s i z e d  mot ives  o t h e r  
t han  d r i v e  r e d u c t i o n  f o r  e x p l a i n i n g  a p e r s o n ' s  b e h a v i o r ,  f o r  example,  
needs  to e x p l o r e ,  m a n i p u l a t e ,  and i n v e s t i g a t e  t h e  env i r onmen t  ( B e r l y n e ,  
1966; Nunnal ly  and Lemond, 1973) .  From t h i s  v i e w p o i n t ,  t h e n ,  t he  un­
c h a r t e d  l a nd s  o f  enchan t ment  e n c o u n t e r e d  i n  f a i r y  t a l e s  pe rhaps  can 
v i c a r i o u s l y  f u l f i l l  t h e  c h i l d ' s  need t o  e x p l o r e  and i n v e s t i g a t e  t he  
unknown. Henry Murray b e l i e v e s  t h a t  some i n c r e a s e s  i n  t e n s i o n  a r e  u l t i ­
ma te ly  r e i n f o r c i n g  by t h e i r  e ve n t ua l  r e d u c t i o n  (Murray and Kluckholm,  
1953) .  And t he  g r e a t e r  t he  t e n s i o n  t he  g r e a t e r  t h e  r e i n f o r c e m e n t  upon
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i t s  r e d u c t i o n .  Thi s  b u i l d  up and s u b s e qu e n t  r e d u c t i o n  can e x p l a i n  a 
c h i l d ' s  c hoos i ng  t o  h e a r  a " s c a r y "  f a i r y  t a l e  over  and ove r  a g a i n .
In t h i s  v e i n  t h e r e  i s  some e v i den c e  t h a t  s u g g e s t s  m a t e r i a l  which 
g e n e r a t e s  h igh  a f f e c t i v e  a r o u s a l  i s  r e c a l l e d  b e t t e r  o v e r  t ime  t ha n  low 
a f f e c t i v e  m a t e r i a l  ( K l e i n s m i t h  and Kaplan ,  1963) .  I f  one b e l i e v e s  t h e r e  
a r e  l e s s o n s  t o  be l e a r n e d  in  f a i r y  t a l e s  t hen  the  g e n e r a t i o n  o f  h igh 
l e v e l s  o f  a r o u s a l  by t he  c o n t e n t  o f  t he  t a l e s  may i n s u r e  t h a t  t h e y  w i l l  
be remembered b e t t e r .
The b e h a v i o r i s t i c  e x p l a n a t i o n  f o r  why c h i l d r e n  a r e  c a p t i v a t e d  
by f a i r y  t a l e s  i s  s imply  t h a t  t he  f a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  somehow r e i n f o r c i n g  
t o  them. A b e h a v i o r a l  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  d e t e r m i n i n g  wh e th er  a f a i r y  t a l e  
i s  r e i n f o r c i n g  migh t  be t he  c h i l d ' s  a t t e n t i o n  p a i d  t o  a p a r t i c u l a r  t a l e  
and h i s  a s k i n g  to  have i t  t o l d  to  him a number o f  t i m e s .
E f f e c t s  o f  I l l u s t r a t i o n s
Though i t  i s  a known f a c t  t h a t  f a i r y  t a l e s  have been m o d i f i e d  
as t hey  were pa ss ed  from c o u n t r y  to  c ou n t r y  and from g e n e r a t i o n  t o  
g e n e r a t i o n ,  t h o s e  who have w r i t t e n  on t he  i mpor t ance  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  
g e n e r a l l y  a g r e e  t h a t  to  r e t a i n  i t s  s i g n i f i c a n c e  i t  must  no t  be a l t e r e d .  
3 e t t e l h e i m  s a y s ,  "The t r u e  meaning and impac t  o f  a f a i r y  t a l e  can be 
a p p r e c i a t e d ,  i t s  enchan t men t  can be e x p e r i e n c e d ,  on ly  from t h e  s t o r y  i n  
i t s  o r i g i n a l  form" (p .  19 ) .  S i m i l a r l y ,  Heuscher  s t a t e s ,  "All  t h e  e l e ­
ments o f  t he  t a l e s ,  even t h e  t i n i e s t  d e t a i l s ,  can be presumed t o  have 
been p r e s e r v e d  b ecaus e  o f  t h e i r  m e a n i ng f u l n e s s  t o  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  c u l ­
t u r a l  group" (p.  3 2 ) .
One o f  t h e  s e v e r e s t  ways f a i r y  t a l e s  can be a l t e r e d  i s  w i t h  
i l l u s t r a t i o n s .  R a t h e r  t han  a l l o w i n g  the  c h i l d  to  emphas ize  in h i s  mind
±  c j
t h o s e  e l emen t s  o f  t h e  t a l e  most  r e l e v a n t  f o r  him by c o n j u r i n g  up p e r ­
sonal  v i s u a l i z a t i o n s  f u l l  o f  s u b j e c t i v e  meaning ,  t he  i l l u s t r a t o r  imposes 
h i s  s i n g u l a r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  v a r i o u s  s t o r y  e l em en t s  which c a n n o t  p o s ­
s i b l y  be r e l e v a n t  t o  e v e r y  c h i l d .  B e t t e l h e i m  s a y s ,  "The un ique  d e t a i l s  
d e r i v e d  from h i s  own p a r t i c u l a r  l i f e ,  w i t h  which a h e a r e r ’ s mind d e p i c t s  
a s t o r y  he i s  t o l d  o r  r e a d ,  make t h e  s t o r y  much more o f  a p e r s o n a l  expe ­
r i e n c e "  (p.  60) .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  B e t t e l h e i m  d e c l a r e s :
. . . i l l u s t r a t e d  s t o r y b o o k s ,  so much p r e f e r r e d  by both 
modern a d u l t s  and c h i l d r e n ,  do n o t  s e r v e  t he  c h i l d ' s  b e s t  
needs .  The i l l u s t r a t i o n s  a r e  d i s t r a c t i n g  r a t h e r  t ha n  h e l p ­
f u l .  S t u d i e s  o f  i l l u s t r a t e d  p r i m e r s  d e m o n s t r a t e  t h a t  t h e  
p i c t u r e s  d i v e r t  form t h e  l e a r n i n g  p r o c e s s  r a t h e r  t ha n  f o s t e r  
i t ,  because  t h e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  d i r e c t  t h e  c h i l d ' s  i m a g i n a t i o n  
away from how he ,  on h i s  own, would e x p e r i e n c e  t h e  s t o r y .
The i l l u s t r a t e d  s t o r y  i s  robbed o f  much c o n t e n t  o f  p e r s o n a l  
meaning which i t  co u l d  b r i n g  t o  t h e  c h i l d  who a p p l i e d  on l y  
h i s  own v i s u a l  a s s o c i a t i o n s  t o  t h e  s t o r y ,  i n s t e a d  o f  t h o s e  
o f  t he  i l l u s t r a t o r  (p.  60) .
T o l k i e n  (1965) i s  o f  s i m i l a r  o p i n i o n .  He s ays :
However good in  t h e m s e l v e s ,  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  do l i t t l e  good 
t o  f a i r y - s t o r i e s .  The r a d i c a l  d i s t i n c t i o n  between a l l  a r t  
( i n c l u d i n g  drama) t h a t  o f f e r s  a v i s i b l e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  and t r u e  
l i t e r a t u r e  i s  t h a t  i t  imposes  one v i s i b l e  form.  L i t e r a t u r e  
works from mind t o  mind and i s  t hu s  more p r o g e n i t i v e .  I t  i s  
a t  once more u n i v e r s a l  and more p o i g n a n t l y  p a r t i c u l a r . . . .
I f  a s t o r y  says  "he c l imbed  a h i l l  and saw a r i v e r  i n  t he  
v a l l e y  be low,"  t h e  i l l u s t r a t o r  may c a t c h ,  o r  n e a r l y  c a t c h ,  
h i s  own v i s i o n  o f  such a s ce ne ;  bu t  e v e r y  h e a r e r  o f  t h e  words 
w i l l  have h i s  own p i c t u r e ,  and i t  w i l l  be made o u t  o f  a l l  t he  
h i l l s  and r i v e r s  and d a l e s  he has e v e r  s e e n . . . ( p .  8 0 ) .
O t h e r s  ( S i n g e r ,  1966; d e M i l l e ,  1967) have no t ed  d e t r i m e n t a l
i
e f f e c t s  o f  s t r u c t u r e d  s t i m u l u s  e x p e r i e n c e s ,  such as  comic books and 
t e l e v i s i o n ,  on a c h i l d ' s  f a n t a s y  c r e a t i o n s .  In d e M i l i e ' s  words :
T e l e v i s i o n  and comic book f a n t a s y  can h a r d l y  be e x p e c t e d  
t o  c u l t i v a t e  t he  i m a g i n a t i o n ,  b ecaus e  i t  i s  a l r e a d y  c o m p l e t e l y  
formed,  on t he  s c r e e n  o r  on t h e  page .  Noth ing  i s  l e f t  f o r  t he  
c h i l d  t o  do bu t  a b s o r b  i t .  The e x p e r i e n c e  o f  t h e  c h i l d  i s  
p a s s i v e .  I t  i s  n o t  h i s  i m a g i n a t i o n  t h a t  i s  be i ng  e x e r c i s e d  
bu t  t h a t  o f  some mi d d l e -a g e d  w r i t e r  in Hol lywood,  New York,  
o r  Chicago (p.  18) .
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The g r e a t e r  th.e s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  s t i m u l u s  (book,  t o y ,  o r  t e l e ­
v i s i o n )  t h e  l e s s  t h e r e  i s  l e f t  f o r  t h e  c h i l d  to c r e a t e  s u b j e c t i v e l y  on 
h i s  own. Mary Ann P u l a s k i  in  an a r t i c l e ,  "Toys and I m a g i n a t i v e  P l a y , "  
in  S i ng e r  (1966) s ays  t h a t  " a f t e r  many y e a r s  o f  t e a c h i n g  and o b s e r v i n g  
c h i l d r e n ,  some o f  us wonder i f  i t  ( m a k e - be l i ev e  a b i l i t y )  i s  no t  g r a d ­
u a l l y  d e c r e a s i n g  among c h i l d r e n  t o d a y . "
S t a t e me n t  o f  t h e  Problem
I t  has been s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  f a i r y  t a l e s  have c o n s i d e r a b l e  psycho­
l o g i c a l  i mpor t ance  f o r  t he  c h i l d  in  h e l p i n g  him r e s o l v e  problems a s s o ­
c i a t e d  wi th  deve l opmen t a l  p e r i o d s  o f  t r a n s i t i o n  such as  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  
s e p a r a t i o n  from h i s  p a r e n t s  and t he  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  an autonomous s e l f .  
F u r t h e r ,  i t  has been s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  a i d s  in  t h i s  r e s o l u ­
t i o n  by be ing  s u b t l e  and n o n d i r e c t i v e  in o f f e r i n g  s o l u t i o n s  to  t h e  p rob­
lems c o n f r o n t i n g  t h e  c h i l d .  Thi s  s u b t l e  approach  p e r m i t s  t he  c h i l d  to  
s e l e c t  from t he  f a i r y  t a l e  t h o s e  p a r t s  which ap p l y  to  him and d i s r e g a r d  
o t h e r  segments  which do no t  a p p ly .  I t  i s  assumed t h a t  i l l u s t r a t i o n s ,  by 
imposing l i m i t e d  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  v a r i o u s  e l emen t s  in t he  f a i r y  t a l e ,  
i n t e r f e r e  wi th  t he  c h i l d ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  engage i n  t h i s  s u b j e c t i v e  p r o ce ss  
o f  s e l e c t i o n .  A s e a r c h  o f  t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h i s  as sumpt ion  
has not  been e m p i r i c a l l y  t e s t e d .
Hypotheses
The major  h y p o t h e s i s  t o  be t e s t e d  i s  t h a t  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  i n t e r f e r e  
wi t h  c h i l d r e n ' s  s u b j e c t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  a f a i r y  t a l e .  By s u b j e c ­
t i v e  i t  i s  meant  t h a t  t h e  c h i l d  i n c l u d e s  e l emen t s  which o r i g i n a t e  w i t h i n  
him r a t h e r  t han  o r i g i n a t i n g  f rom s t r u c t u r e  i n h e r e n t  in t he  s t o r y ,  t y p i ­
f i e d  by t h e  drawings  o f  t he  i l l u s t r a t o r .  An index o f  s u b j e c t i v i t y  may
be r e f l e c t e d  in  s e v e r a l  ways:  f i r s t ,  i n  t h e  c o n t e n t  o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e
as r e - t o l d  by t he  c h i l d ;  s ec ond ,  i n  t he  c h i l d ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  p r o j e c t  
h i m s e l f  and o t h e r s  i n t o  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e ;  t h i r d ,  in t h e  v a r i e t y  o f  draw­
ings  produced by the. s u b j e c t s  when a sked  t o  draw somet h ing  i n t e r e s t i n g  
from t h e  f a i r y  t a l e .
S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  i t  i s  h y p o t h e s i z e d :
1. When a sked  t o  r e t e l l  a f a i r y  t a l e  f o l l o w i n g  i t s  p r e s e n t a ­
t i o n  ( t o  t he  c h i l d )  t h e  c h i l d  who has been p r e s e n t e d  wi th  
an i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  t a l e  w i l l  i n c l u d e  c o n t e n t  
which v a r i e s  from t h a t  produced by a c h i l d  who has been 
p r e s e n t e d  wi t h  a n o n - i 1 l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n .  I t  i s  e xp ec t e d  
t h a t  when compared w i t h  t he  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  group t he  con ­
t e n t  p roduced  by t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  group w i l l  r e f l e c t  more 
f r e q u e n t l y  themes which were d e p i c t e d  in  t he  i l l u s t r a t i o n s
2. C h i l d r e n  who have been p r e s e n t e d  wi th  a n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  
v e r s i o n  o f  a f a i r y  t a l e ,  when compared w i t h  c h i l d r e n  who 
have been p r e s e n t e d  w i t h  an i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n ,  w i l l  su b ­
j e c t i v e l y  p e r c e i v e  to  a g r e a t e r  d e g r ee  t he  c h a r a c t e r s  in 
t h e  t a l e ,
a .  by c l a i m i n g  more f r e q u e n t l y  t o  know p eop l e  s i m i l a r  
t o  c h a r a c t e r s  in  t h e  t a l e ,  and
b.  by c l a i m i n g  more f r e q u e n t l y  t o  have had e x p e r i e n c e s
s i m i l a r  to  t h o s e  p o r t r a y e d  i n  t he  s t o r y .
3. When asked  t o  draw somet h ing  i n t e r e s t i n g  f rom a f a i r y  t a l e  
s u b j e c t s  r e c e i v i n g  a n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n ,
a .  w i l l  draw a g r e a t e r  v a r i e t y  o f  o b j e c t s ,
b.  w i l l  draw more i t ems  in  common wi th  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d
g r o u p s .
Chapter 2
METHOD
S u b j e c t s
Three  groups  o f  s u b j e c t s  were used .  Group One was composed o f  
30 k i n d e r g a r t e n  c h i l d r e n ;  Group Two, 30 t h i r d - g r a d e  c h i l d r e n ;  and Group 
Thr ee ,  30 s i x t h - g r a d e  c h i l d r e n .  F i f t y  o f  t he  s u b j e c t s  were f e ma l es ;  
f o r t y  were ma les .  The s u b j e c t s  were drawn from two p r i v a t e  s c h o o l s  in 
S h r e v e p o r t ,  L o u i s i a n a .  The f a m i l i e s  o f  t he  s u b j e c t s  can be d e s c r i b e d  
s o c i o e c o n o m i c a l l y  as m i d d l e -  t o  u p p e r - m i d d l e  c l a s s .
Appara t us
The a p p a r a t u s  was composed o f :  a f a i r y  t a l e ,  "The Danced-ou t
Shoes , "  t a k en  from Russ i an  F a i r y  T a l e s  (Guterman,  1945) ,  l e t t e r e d  on two 
s e t s  o f  11 x 14 inch  c a r d s ,  one s e t  i n c l u d i n g  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  o f  v a r i o u s  
e ve n t s  in  t h e  s t o r y ,  and t he  o t h e r  s e t  hav ing  no i l l u s t r a t i o n s .  The 
l e t t e r i n g  o f  t he  t e x t  and t he  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  a p p e a r i n g  on t he  c a r d s  were 
done by a commercial  a r t i s t .  In a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  were 12 c o l o r e d  p e n c i l s  
and s h e e t s  o f  8 x 10 inch p a p e r ,  an aud i o  t a p e  o f  t h e  n a r r a t i o n  o f  the  
f a i r y  t a l e  r e c o r d e d  by an a d m i n i s t r a t o r  o f  Cen t ena r y  C o l l e g e ,  S h r e v e p o r t ,  
L o u i s i a n a ,  and an au d i o  t a p e  r e c o r d e r .
P r ocedure
P e r m i s s i o n / r e l e a s e  forms were o b t a i n e d  from a p a r e n t  o f  each 
s u b j e c t  p r i o r  t o  t he  c h i l d ' s  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t he  s t u d y .  S u b j e c t s  were 
randomly a s s i g n e d  e i t h e r  t o  an e x p e r i m e n t a l  o r  c o n t r o l  c o n d i t i o n  i n  a
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2 x 3  f a c t o r i a l  d e s i g n .  The i n d e p en d e n t  v a r i a b l e s  were:  f a i r y  t a l e
( i l l u s t r a t e d ,  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d ) , and g r ade  l e v e l  (K, 3 r d ,  6 t h ) .  Each 
s u b j e c t  was t e s t e d  i n d i v i d u a l l y  w h i l e  s e a t e d  a t  a t a b l e  in  a q u i e t ,  
p r i v a t e  room w i t h i n  t h e  s c h o o l .  A f t e r  o b t a i n i n g  some b a s i c  demographic  
i n f o r m a t i o n  from t h e  c h i l d ,  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  c a r d s  were p l a ce d  b e f o r e  him 
( i l l u s t r a t e d  f o r  e x p e r i m e n t a l  s u b j e c t s  and n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  f o r  c o n t r o l s )  
and t he  f o l l o w i n g  i n s t r u c t i o n  was g i v e n :
F a i r y  t a l e s  a r e  t h i n g s  we a l l  know a b o u t .  P robab ly  some 
o f  the  f i r s t  s t o r i e s  you remember h e a r i n g  as  a young c h i l d  
were f a i r y  t a l e s .  Today,  I would l i k e  you to  l i s t e n  t o  a 
f a i r y  t a l e  you p ro b ab l y  h a v e n ' t  h ea r d  b e f o r e .  You w i l l  h e a r  
t h e  s t o r y  from thi s ,  r e c o r d e r  and can f o l l o w  t h e  s t o r y  h e r e  on 
t h e s e  c a r d s .  At the  end o f  t he  s t o r y  I w i l l  a sk  you to  do 
s e v e r a l  t h i n g s  f o r  me. Do you have any q u e s t i o n s ?
A f t e r  a ns we r i ng  any q u e s t i o n s ,  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t e r  s t a r t e d  t he  
t a p e  r e c o r d e r  and i n d i c a t e d  t o  t he  s u b j e c t  ( i f  n e c e s s a r y )  when t o  p r o ­
ceed  to  t he  n ex t  c a r d .  At t h e  c om p l e t io n  o f  t he  s t o r y  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t e r  
s a i  d:
Now, I would l i k e  you t o  t e l l  t he  s t o r y  back t o  me in  
y ou r  own words .
The e x p e r i m e n t e r  r e c o r de d  the  s u b j e c t ' s  r e - t e l l i n g  o f  t he  s t o r y ,  
a t  t he  end o f  which he a sked :
Do you know anybody i n  y o u r  l i f e  l i k e  any o f  t h e  peop le  
in  t he  f a i r y  t a l e ?
I f  t h e  c h i l d  r e p l i e d  in t he  a f f i r m a t i v e ,  he was a sked  to  e l a b ­
o r a t e .  The e x p e r i m e n t e r  t hen  a ske d  t h e  s u b j e c t :
Has a n y th i n g  l i k e  t h i s  e v e r  happened t o  you b e f o r e ?
I f  t he  c h i l d  r e p l i e d  in t h e  a f f i r m a t i v e ,  he was a sked  t o  e l a b ­
o r a t e .  Next ,  t he  c h i l d  was g iven  a s h e e t  o f  8 x 10 inch w h i t e  pape r  
and asked t o  draw somet h ing  from t he  f a i r y  t a l e  t h a t  he t h o u g h t  was 
i n t e r e s t i n g .  Colored  p e n c i l s  were a v a i l a b l e  on the  t a b l e  f o r  t he  c h i l d
to  draw w i t h .  Then t he  s u b j e c t  was i n s t r u c t e d  no t  t o  t a l k  abou t  t he  
ex pe r imen t  to  o t h e r  members in h i s  c l a s s  u n t i l  a l l  had been t e s t e d .  
L a s t l y ,  t h e  s u b j e c t  was thanked  f o r  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  in  t he  s t u d y  and r  
t u r n e d  t o  t h e  c l a s s r o o m .
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RESULTS
The r e s u l t s  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  were as fol lows: .
Hypo t hes i s  1 . I t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  in r e t e l l i n g  a f a i r y  t a l e ,  
c h i l d r e n  p r e s e n t e d  w i t h  an i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  would produce  c o n t e n t  
which v a r i e d  from t he  c o n t e n t  produced by c h i l d r e n  p r e s e n t e d  w i t h  a non­
i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n .  A c o n t e n t  a n a l y s i s  ( H o i s t i * 1969; S t o n e ,  Dunphy, 
Smi th,  and O g i l v i e ,  1966) o f  t he  f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  n eed s ,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s  
as d e f i n e d  in the  Manua l ' f o r  S co r i n g  t he  Themet ic  A pp e rce p t i o n  T e s t  (Re­
v i s e d  from t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Sou th e rn  C a l i f o r n i a  TAT Manual)  by Dreger  
(1975) was per formed on t r a n s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t he  r e t o l d  f a i r y  t a l e s .  Needs,  
p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s  were f i r s t  d e l i n e a t e d  by Murray (1938) as  a d e s c r i p t i v e  
sys tem by which p s y c h o l o g i c a l  m o t i v a t i o n  cou l d  be r e a d i l y  a s s e s s e d .
Needs,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s  d e f i n e  bo th  i n t e r n a l  and e x t e r n a l  f a c t o r s  ( such 
as  a f f i l i a t i o n ,  a g g r e s s i o n ,  a n x i e t y )  which i n f l u e n c e  an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  be­
h a v i o r .  "Needs" and " s t a t e s "  r e p r e s e n t  s i g n i f i c a n t  d e t e r m i n a n t s  o f  be ­
h a v i o r  w i t h i n  t h e  pe r son  whereas  " p r e s s "  r e p r e s e n t s  s i g n i f i c a n t  d e t e r ­
mi nan t s  o f  b e h a v i o r  in t he  env i r onmen t .
Two j udges  were used p e r  g ra de  l e v e l  t o  a s s e s s  i n t e r j u d g e  r e l i a ­
b i l i t y .  Each judge  i n d i v i d u a l l y  s c o r e d  t h e  t r a n s c r i p t s  f o r  a l l  30 s u b ­
j e c t s  a t  t h a t  g rade  l e v e l  f o r  p r e s s ,  n e e d s ,  and s t a t e s .  Twenty s u b j e c t s  
were then  randomly s e l e c t e d  a t  each g r ade  l e v e l  and i n t e r j u d g e  r e l i a ­
b i l i t y  was computed by d i v i d i n g  t h e  t o t a l  number o f  i n t e r j u d g e  agreements  
by t o t a l  number o f  ag reement s  and d i s a g r e e m e n t s  ( E i s l e r ,  M i l l e r ,  and
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Hersen ,  1973) .  The i n t e r j u d g e  r e l i a b i l i t i e s  were as f o l l o w s :  k i n d e r ­
g a r t e n ,  . 82 ;  t h i r d  g r a d e ,  . 78 ;  s i x t h  g r a d e ,  . 76 .
The f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  n e e d s ,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  f o r  
each g rade  l e v e l  in  Tab l e  1. I t  i s  e v i d e n t  t h a t  t he  f r e q u e n c i e s  pe r  
c a t e g o r y  ( n e e d s ,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s )  p r o g r e s s i v e l y  i n c r e a s e  w i t h  t he  
grade  l e v e l s .  However,  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  n e e d s ,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s  
w i t h i n  each g r ade  l e v e l  r ema in  r e l a t i v e l y  c o n s t a n t .  Table  2 summarizes 
t he  p e r c e n t  o f  n e e d s ,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s  f o r  each g rade  l e v e l .  With one 
e x c e p t i o n  [ t h e  f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  p r e s s  f o r  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  group vs t he  
f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  p r e 1 f o r  t h e  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  group a t  g rade  l e ve l  3 
(X2 = 4 . 3 4 ,  d f  = 1,  p . 0 5 ) ]  none o f  t he  compar i sons  on n ee ds ,  p r e s s ,  and 
s t a t e s  between t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  and t h e  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  group a t  each 
grade  l e v e l  was s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t .  Tab l e s  3 ,  4 ,  and 5 summarize 
t h e  f r e q u e n c i e s  o f  p r e s s ,  needs  and s t a t e s  f o r  i l l u s t r a t e d  and non-  
i l l u s t r a t e d  groups  a t  each g rade  l e v e l .
As shown in  Tab le  1,  2963 p r e s s ,  n e e d s ,  and s t a t e s  were produced 
by t he  90 s u b j e c t s  in  t h e i r  r e t e l l i n g  o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e .  A comple t e  l i s t ­
ing o f  t he  p r e s s ,  n e e d s ,  and s t a t e s  produced  a t  each g rade  l e v e l  and e x ­
p e r i m e n t a l  c o n d i t i o n  i s  g iven  in  Ta b l e s  A, B, and C i n  Appendix B.
On r e v i e w i n g  t h e s e  t a b l e s  one can s ee  t h a t  f o r  t he  most  p a r t  the  
f r e q u e n c i e s  f o r  any g i ven  p r e s s ,  need ,  o r  s t a t e  a r e  comparable  between 
t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  and n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  groups  a t  each g r a de  l e v e l .
I t  was f u r t h e r  h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t ,  when compared w i t h  t he  non- 
i l l u s t r a t e d  group ,  t h e  c o n t e n t  produced  by t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  group would 
r e f l e c t  more f r e q u e n t l y  themes which were  d e p i c t e d  i n  t h e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s .  
Upon i n s p e c t i o n  o f  t h e  t a b l e s  p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  l i s t i n g  o f  p r e s s ,  n e ed s ,  
and s t a t e s  produced  by t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  and n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  groups  i t  was
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obv ious  t h a t  on ly  a few o f  t he  p r e s s ,  n e e d s ,  and s t a t e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  the  
i l l u s t r a t i o n s  mi gh t  be s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  in t e rms  o f  t h e i r  f r e ­
q u e n c i e s  o f  a p p e a r a n c e .  These were pMarry;  nAwareness;  and pDanger .  A 
two-way a n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  was per formed on each of  t he  above i t ems 
and none o f  t he  F r a t i o s  f o r  t he  c o n d i t i o n  v a r i a b l e  ( i l l u s t r a t e d  and non-  
i l l  u s t r a t e d )  was s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t .  Al l  t h r e e  o f  t h e  F r a t i o s  
f o r  t h e  g rade  l e v e l  c o n d i t i o n  (K, 3,  and 6) were s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i ­
c a n t .  The l a t t e r  f i n d i n g  s i mpl y  r e f l e c t s  t h a t  as t he  g rade  l e v e l  i n ­
c r e a s e s  so does t h e  f r eq u en cy  o f  p r e s s ,  n eed s ,  and s t a t e s .  Tab le s  6,  7,  
and 8 summarize t h e s e  a n a l y s e s  o f  v a r i a n c e .
Hyp o t h es i s  2 . I t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  c h i l d r e n  p r e s e n t e d  w i t h  a 
n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  would s u b j e c t i v e l y  p e r c e i v e  
t o  a g r e a t e r  d e g r ee  t he  c h a r a c t e r s  in t h e  t a l e  by
a .  c l a i m i n g  more f r e q u e n t l y  t o  know peop l e  s i m i l a r  to
c h a r a c t e r s  in t he  t a l e ,  and by
b. c l a i m i n g  more f r e q u e n t l y  t o  have had e x p e r i e n c e s
s i m i l a r  t o  t h o s e  p o r t r a y e d  i n  t he  s t o r y .
With r e g a r d  t o  H yp o t he s i s  2a ,  C h i - s q u a r e  a n a l y s e s  were pe r formed a t  each
grade  l e v e l  on t h e  f r e q u e nc y  o f  " y e s , "  "no" r e s p o n s e s  t o  t he  q u e s t i o n ,
"Do you know anybody i n  y o u r  l i f e  l i k e  any o f  t he  peop le  in t he  f a i r y
t a l e ? "  None o f  t h e  a n a l y s e s  was s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t .  S i m i l a r l y ,
( w i t h  r e g a r d  to  Hypo t hes i s  2b,  C h i - s q u a r e  a n a l y s e s  were per formed a t  each
grade  l e v e l  on t h e  f r e q u e n c y  o f  " y e s , "  "no" r e s p o n s e s  t o  t he  q u e s t i o n ,
"Has a n y t h i n g  l i k e  t h i s  e v e r  happened t o  you b e f o r e ? "  None o f  t h e s e
a n a l y s e s  was s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t .  The m a j o r i t y  o f  t he  s u b j e c t s  a t
each grade  l e v e l  answered  "no" t o  t h e  above- ment i oned  q u e s t i o n s .  However,
a t  g r ade  l e v e l s  3 and 6,  t w i ce  as many s u b j e c t s  in t he  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d
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group (20 vs 9) r e sponded  "yes"  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  when compared w i t h  s u b ­
j e c t s  a t  t he  same g ra de  l e v e l s  who were exposed  t o  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  
o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e .  Tab l e  9 sui rmar izes  t h e s e  r e s u l t s .
U . V J
Table  1
Frequency  o f  Needs,  P r e s s ,  and S t a t e s  
f o r  Each Grade Level
Grade Level Needs Pr es s S t a t e s Sums
K 125 133 15 273
3 543 446 65 1054
6 823 734 79 1636
Sums 1491 1313 159 2963
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Table  2
P e r c e n t  o f  Needs,  P r e s s ,  and S t a t e s  
pe r  Grade Level
Grade Level  Needs P r es s  S t a t e s  Sums
K 4 5 . 8  48 . 7  5 . 5  100.0
3 51 . 5  42 . 3  5 . 2  100.0
6 50 .3  44 .9  4 . 8  100.0
Al l  Ss 50 .3  4 4 . 3  5 . 3  99 .9
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Table  3
F r e q u e n c i e s  o f  P r es s  f o r  I l l u s t r a t e d  
and N o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  Groups a t  
Each Grade Level







F r e q u e n c i e s  o f  Needs f o r  I l l u s t r a t e d  
and N o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  Groups a t  
Each Grade Level







F r e q u e n c i e s  o f  S t a t e s  f o r  I l l u s t r a t e d  
and N o n- i 11u s t r a t e d  Groups a t  
Each Grade Level







Summary o f  A n a l y s i s  o f  Va r i a nc e  on pMarry 
as R e l a t e d  to Grade Level and 
Exper imen ta l  C ond i t i on
Source  o f  
V a r i a t i o n SS df MS F P
Grade Level 6 .69 2 3 .34 7.95 <.01
Condi t i o n .90 1 .90 2 .14 >.05
I n t e r a c t i o n .61 2 .30 .71 >.05
Wi th in  Groups 34.92 84 .42
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Table  7
Summary o f  A na ly s i s  o f  Va r i an ce  on nAwareness 
as R e l a t e d  t o  Grade Level and 
Exper imenta l  Co nd i t i on
Source  o f
V a r i a t i o n  SS d f  MS F P
Grade Level  11 .46  2 5 .73  8 . 68  <.01
C o n d i t i o n  1.35 1 1 .35 2.05 >.05
I n t e r a c t i o n  .63 2 .32 .48 >.05
Wi th in  Groups 55 .46  84 .66
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Table  8
Summary o f  A n a l y s i s  o f  V a r i a n ce  on pDanger  
as R e l a t e d  t o  Grade Level 
and Con d i t i on
Source  of  
Va r i a nc e SS d f MS F P
Grade Level 92.86 2 46.43 37.75 <.01
Condi t i o n .71 1 .71 .58 >.01
I n t e r a c t i o n 1.38 2 .69 .56 >.05
Wi thin  Groups 103.45 84 1.23
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Table  9
Number o f  S u b j e c t s  Responding "Yes" 
t o  Qu e s t i o n  1 ( Hypo t he s i s  2a) and 
Qu es t i o n  2 (Hypo t hes i s  2b)
Per  Grade Level
Ql ^
Grade 2
Level  I l l u s t r a t e d  N o n- i 11u s t r a t e d  I l l u s t r a t e d  N o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  
K 3 2 1 2
3 1 5 2 3
6 2 6 4 6
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Hypot hes i s  3 . I t  was p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  when asked t o  draw somet h ing  
i n t e r e s t i n g  from a f a i r y  t a l e ,  s u b j e c t s  r e c e i v i n g  a n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r ­
s i o n
a .  would draw a g r e a t e r  v a r i e t y  o f  o b j e c t s ,  and
b.  would draw more i t ems  no t  i n  common wi t h  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d
group.
A f t e r  each s u b j e c t  had comple t ed  h i s  d rawing  he was a sked  t o  d e s c r i b e  
what  i t  was.  This  d e s c r i p t i o n  was r e c o r d e d  by t he  e x p e r i m e n t e r .  The 
drawings  were s u b s e q u e n t l y  s c o r e d  f o r  c o n t e n t  ( o b j e c t s  and c h a r a c t e r s )  by 
two j u d g e s  working i n d e p e n d e n t l y  bu t  w i t h  t he  a r t i s t ' s  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  h i s  
drawing a v a i l a b l e  to  them. I tems no t  d e s i g n a t e d  by t he  a r t i s t  were then  
s co r ed  by the  j u d g e .  I n t e r j u d g e  r e l i a b i l i t y  between t he  two j u d g e s ,  ob­
t a i n e d  by d i v i d i n g  t h e  t o t a l  number o f  ag reement s  by t h e  t o t a l  number o f
aagr eement s  p lus  d i s a g r e e m e n t s ,  was .98.
With r e g a r d  to  Hypo t hes i s  3 a ,  combining t h e  t h r e e  g r ade  l e v e l s ,  
s u b j e c t s  i n  t h e  n o n - i 1 l u s t r a t e d  groups  drew 48 d i f f e r e n t  i t ems  w h i l e  s u b ­
j e c t s  i n  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  groups  drew 41 d i f f e r e n t  i t e m s .  A C h i - s q u a r e  
a n a l y s i s  pe r formed on t h e s e  f r e q u e n c i e s  was no t  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t .  
C h i - s q u a r e s  pe r formed on t h e  f r eq ue ncy  o f  d i f f e r e n t  i t ems  drawn by each 
group a t  each o f  t he  t h r e e  grade  l e v e l s  were l i k e w i s e  n o n - s i g n i f i c a n t .  
Regard ing  Hypo t hes i s  3b,  combining t h e  t h r e e  g rade  l e v e l s ,  24 o b j e c t s  
were drawn in  common by the  i l l u s t r a t e d  and n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  g r o up s .  When 
t he  i t ems  drawn in  common by both  t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  and n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  
groups  a r e  e l i m i n a t e d  a long  w i t h  t he  i t ems  n o t  drawn i n  common b u t  which 
were i l l u s t r a t e d  in  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e  t h e r e  r e ­
main i t ems  which can be d e s i g n a t e d  as u n i q u e . T h i r t y - f o u r  such unique  
i t ems  were drawn between t he  two g r oups .  Twenty o f  t h e s e  un ique  i t ems
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were drawn by t he  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  group w h i l e  t he  r e ma in i n g  14 were drawn 
by t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  g roups .  Al though more un ique  i t ems  were drawn by the  
n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  group than  were drawn by t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  group ,  a Chi -  
s qu a r e  a n a l y s i s  pe r formed on t h e s e  f r e q u e n c i e s  does  n o t  r each  s t a t i s t i c a l  
s i g n i f i c a n c e .  Tab le  10 summarizes  t he  r e s u l t s  o f  t h i s  a n a l y s i s .
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Table  10
Summary o f  Ch i -Squa re  A n a l y s i s  f o r  Frequency 
o f  Unique I tems Drawn by I l l u s t r a t e d  
and N o n - I l l u s t r a t e d  Groups f o r  
Al l  Grade Leve l s  Combined
Condi t i  on
f _ f  ( f  - f  ) 2 / fo e o e e
Unique I tems Unique I tems
I l l u s t r a t e d  14










Although t h e  major  h y p o t h e s i s  — i l l u s t r a t i o n s  i n t e r f e r e  wi t h  
c h i l d r e n ' s  s u b j e c t i v e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  a f a i r y  t a l e  — was no t  su p ­
p o r t e d ,  t he  s t u d y  d i d  produce  some i n t e r e s t i n g  r e s u l t s  and g e n e r a t e d  
c o n s i d e r a b l e  s p e c u l a t i o n  as t o  why t h i s  h y p o t h e s i s  was n o t  c on f i r me d .
In d e c i d i n g  what  was t o  be drawn and p r e s e n t e d  w i t h  t h e  t e x t  
f o r  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e ,  a t t e n t i o n  was g i ven  t o  
commerc i a l l y  i l l u s t r a t e d  f a i r y  t a l e s .  I t  was obvious  t h a t  major  e v e n t s  
o f  t h e s e  s t o r i e s  were t y p i c a l l y  t h o s e  e v e n t s  s e l e c t e d  f o r  i l l u s t r a t i o n .  
Thus t o  c r e a t e  an i l l u s t r a t e d  f a i r y  t a l e  compar ab l e  t o  t h o s e  commer­
c i a l l y  p roduced ,  i t  was d e c i d e d  t h a t  major  e v e n t s  and c h a r a c t e r s  could  
n o t  be a r b i t r a r i l y  e x c l u d e d .  With t h i s  i n  mind,  a c ombi na t i on  o f  major  
and minor  e v e n t s ,  as j udged  by t h e  e x p e r i m e n t e r ,  was s e l e c t e d  f o r  i l l u s ­
t r a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  t e x t  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  
group.
In t h e  c o n t e n t  a n a l y s i s  none of  t h e  p r e s s ,  n e e d s ,  and s t a t e s  r e ­
l a t i n g  t o  t h e s e  i l l u s t r a t e d  e v e n t s  o c c u r r e d  w i t h  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  
f r e q u e n c i e s  t o  w a r r a n t  t he  a s s umpt i on  t h a t  t he  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  were d i f f e r ­
e n t i a l l y  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  c o n t e n t  produced by t h e  two g r o u p s .  Th i s  i s  no t  
t o  say t h a t  t h e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  were w i t h o u t  i mpac t .  The o c c u r r e n c e  of  
any p r e s s ,  need or  s t a t e  i n d i c a t e s  on ly  t h a t  i t  a p p e a r ed  in  t h e  c o n t e n t  
o f  t he  t a l e .  I t  t e l l s  n o t h i n g  a b o u t  t he  q u a l i t y  o f  t h a t  c o n t e n t .  I f ,
40
41
f o r  example ,  a s u b j e c t  r e c a l l s  t h a t  a c h a r a c t e r  was happy t h e r e  i s  no way 
o f  knowing how t h e  s u b j e c t  v i s u a l i z e d  t h a t  e v e n t  and t h e  d e t a i l s  w i t h  
which he e m b e l l i s h e d  i t .  I t  i s  r e a s o n a b l e  t o  assume wi t h  T o l k i e n  (1966) 
t h a t  a s u b j e c t  u n f e t t e r e d  by an i l l u s t r a t o r ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  an e v e n t  
w i l l  be much f r e e r  i n  c r e a t i n g  f o r  h i m s e l f  a more p e r s o n a l i z e d  i n t e r p r e ­
t a t i o n  o f  t h a t  e v e n t .  Thi s  a s s ump t i o n  i s  s u p p o r t e d  by t he  p r e s e n c e  o f  
"unique"  i t e m s ,  d i s c u s s e d  below i n  t he  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  drawings  produced 
by t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  and n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  g r oups .
S i nc e  t he  c o n t e n t  a n a l y s i s  between t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  and non- 
i l l u s t r a t e d  groups  d i d  n o t  r e v e a l  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  i t  i s  p o s s i ­
b l e  t h a t  what  was measured  was t h e  c h i l d ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  r e c a l l  t he  f a i r y  
t a l e  on a s h o r t - t e r m  b a s i s .  S u b j e c t s  i n  both  c o n d i t i o n s  showed com­
p a r a b l e  a b i l i t y  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d .  Over  t i m e ,  t h i s  r e c a l l  would be ex ­
p e c t ed  t o  d e t e r i o r a t e  t o  some e x t e n t  and ,  i t  i s  p r o b a b l e  t h a t  l a t e r  
r e - t e l  l i n g s  o f  the  t a l e  would more a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t  t h e  l o n g - t e r m  
p s y c h o l o g i c a l  impac t  o f  t he  t a l e .  B e t t e l h e i m  (1976) b e l i e v e s  t h a t  
pe rhaps  on l y  a f t e r  r e p e a t e d  h e a r i n g s  o f  a t a l e  does t h e  c h i l d  a s s i m i ­
l a t e  m a t e r i a l  which i s  p e r t i n e n t  t o  h i s  p s y c h o l o g i c a l  s t a g e  o f  d e v e l o p ­
ment .  The p r a c t i c a l i t y  of  a s t u d y  which p r e s e n t e d  t he  same t a l e  to  a 
s u b j e c t  a number o f  t i m e s ,  o r  which i n v o l v e d  r e t e s t i n g  a s u b j e c t  a t  a 
l a t e r  d a t e  i s  n o t  as  g r e a t  as  t h e  p r e s e n t  d e s i g n .  I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  
enough t o  o b t a i n  f rom p r i n c i p a l s  and school  boa rds  p e r m i s s i o n  t o  e x t r i ­
c a t e  a c h i l d  from c l a s s  f o r  one 25 minute  t e s t i n g  s e s s i o n .
I t  was i n t e r e s t i n g  to  no t e  t h a t  a t  t h e  k i n d e r g a r t e n  l e v e l  t h e  
only  emot iona l  s t a t e s  i n c l u d e d  w i t h  any c o n s i s t e n c y  in  t h e  r e t e l l i n g  o f  
the  t a l e  were Hap and -Hap.  F e a r ,  D i s t ,  Anx, -Anx,  and Ang, which
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s u b j e c t s  a t  t h e  two o t h e r  g r ade  l e v e l s  d i d  u s e ,  a ppea red  no t  a t  a l l  in 
t h e  s t o r i e s  o f  t he  k i n d e r g a r t e n  c h i l d r e n .  Thi s  i s  c o n g r u e n t  w i t h  t he  
o b s e r v a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  emot ions  o f  happy and unhappy d e v e l o p m e n t a l l y  p r e ­
cede t h o s e  o f  f e a r ,  h a t e ,  and d i s t r e s s  (McDavid and Garwood,  1978,  
p. 422) .
Ano the r  f a c t o r  which may have c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  f a i l u r e  to  f i n d  
a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  in  t e rms  o f  c o n t e n t  a n a l y s i s  i s  i n t e l l i g e n c e  
l e v e l s  o f  t he  s u b j e c t s .  The s u b j e c t s  were drawn from two p r i v a t e  e l e ­
menta ry  s c h o o l s  w i t h  e x c e l l e n t  academic r a t i n g s .  The h ead ma s t e r  a t  one 
of  t h e s e  s c h o o l s  i n formed  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t e r  t h a t  t he  median IQ o f  s t u ­
d e n t s  in  h i s  school  was 128. 7n i n v e s t i g a t i n g  t he  e f f e c t s  o f  p i c t u r e s  
on t h e  a c q u i s i t i o n  o f  r e a d i n g  r e s p o n s e s ,  Jay  Samuels (1967) found t h a t  
f o r  poor  r e a d e r s , p i c t u r e s  i n t e r f e r e d  wi t h  a c q u i s i t i o n .  I f  one assumes 
t h a t  r e a d i n g  a b i l i t y  i s  g e n e r a l l y  c o r r e l a t e d  wi t h  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  then  
pe rhaps  a t  t h e  h i g h e r  g rade  l e v e l s  (when t he  r e a d i n g  o f  t h e  f a i r y  t a l e  
i s  more o f  a f a c t o r  t han  a t  t h e  K l e v e l )  c h i l d r e n  o f  l e s s e r  i n t e l l e c t u a l  
a b i l i t y  would have been s i m i l a r l y  s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  t h e  i l l u s ­
t r a t i o n s  and would have produced more c o n t e n t  r e l a t i n g  t o  t he  i l l u s t r a -  
t i  o n s .
The i n t e r j u d g e  r e l i a b i l i t i e s  f o r  t he  c o n t e n t  a n a l y s i s  were  d i s ­
a p p o i n t i n g l y  low. S ix  j ud g e s  were p a id  by t h e  e x p e r i m e n t e r  f o r  t h e i r  
s e r v i c e s .  Each was a c o l l e g e  g r a d u a t e  w i t h  a t  l e a s t  twe l ve  hours  i n  
psycho logy  a t  t he  u n d e r g r a d u a t e  l e v e l .  Two o f  t he  j ud ge s  h e ld  b a ch e ­
l o r ' s  d e g r e e s  in p sycho l ogy ,  w h i l e  t h r e e  o t h e r s  had a d d i t i o n a l  hour s  a t  
t he  g r a d u a t e  l e v e l .  Two f a c t o r s  seem t o  have c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  low r e ­
l i a b i l i t i e s .  Each j u d ge  d e t e r mi ne d  h i s  own s e g m e n t a t i o n  o f  s e n t e n c e s  
f o r  t he  s c o r i n g  o f  n e ed s ,  p r e s s ,  and s t a t e s .  I t  was a common o c c u r r e n c e
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t h a t  j u d g es  segmented  t he  same s e n t e n c e  d i s s i m i l a r l y .  Some d i s a g r e e ­
ments  seemed t o  r e f l e c t  d i s c o r d  o ve r  s e g m e n ta t i o n  r a t h e r  than  s ub ­
s t a n t i v e  c o n t e n t  d i f f e r e n c e s .  A second f a c t o r  which lowered r e l i a ­
b i l i t y  between j u d g e s  was t h e  use  o f  s i m i l a r  bu t  d i f f e r e n t  needs  o r  
p r e s s  t o  l a b e l  an e v e n t .  Th i s  a p pe a r s  t o  r e f l e c t  more o f  a s ema n t i c  
d i s t i n c t i o n  t han  a s u b s t a n t i v e  d i s a g r e e m e n t .
With r e g a r d  t o  t he  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  c h i l d r e n  in  t h e  non­
i l l u s t r a t e d  group w i l l  more f r e q u e n t l y  c l a i m  t o  know c h a r a c t e r s  s i m i l a r  
t o  t h o s e  in t h e  t a l e  o r  to  have t h e ms e l ve s  had s i m i l a r  e x p e r i e n c e s ,  
t h e r e  was l i t t l e  s u p p o r t .  The m a j o r i t y  o f  t he  s u b j e c t s  a t  a l l  age 
l e v e l s  answered  "no" t o  bo th  q u e s t i o n s .  Thi s  can be i n t e r p r e t e d  t o  
mean t h a t  most  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t s  d i d  no t  p r o j e c t  t hemse l ves  p e r s o n a l l y  
i n t o  t he  f a i r y  t a l e ,  a t  l e a s t  in t e rms  o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  posed t o  them. 
N o n e t h e l e s s ,  a t  g r a d e  l e v e l s  t h r e e  and s i x ,  t wice  as  many s u b j e c t s  in 
t h e  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  groups  r e sponded  "yes"  t o  q u e s t i o n s  one and two 
as d i d  s u b j e c t s  who were exposed  t o  t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  t a l e .
S u b j e c t s  i n  t h e  non- i  11u s t r a t e d  group f a i l e d  t o  draw a s i g n i f i ­
c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  v a r i e t y  o f  o b j e c t s  as was h y p o t h e s i z e d .  Thi s  may be p a r ­
t i a l l y  t he  r e s u l t  o f  t h e  i n s t r u c t i o n  d i r e c t i n g  them t o  "draw something  
i n t e r e s t i n g "  from t h e  f a i r y  t a l e .  Th i s  i n s t r u c t i o n  may have been con­
s t r u e d  by some o f  t h e  s u b j e c t s  t o  mean "draw one t h i n g , "  as 26% of  t he  
s u b j e c t s  drew s i n g l e  o b j e c t s  o r  s i n g l e  o b j e c t s  e m b e l l i s h e d  wi t h  one o r  
two s u p p o r t i n g  o b j e c t s .  And t h e  s i n g l e  o b j e c t s  most  o f t e n  drawn were 
t he  c e n t r a l  c h a r a c t e r s  in  t h e  t a l e :  t h e  P r i n c e ,  t h e  King,  and one o f
t h e  P r i n c e s s e s .  These t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s ,  p r i n c e ,  k ing and p r i n c e s s e s ,  
a c co un t ed  f o r  36% o f  t he  t o t a l  number o f  o b j e c t s  drawn by both  g r oups .
44
The P r i n c e ,  King and P r i n c e s s e s  were a l l  i l l u s t r a t e d  in t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  
v e r s i o n  o f  t he  f a i r y  t a l e .  When compared s e p a r a t e l y ,  t he  f r e q u e n c i e s  
in  t h e s e  t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s  a cc ou n t e d  f o r  39% o f  t he  t o t a l  number o f  ob­
j e c t s  drawn by t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  group and 33% of  t he  t o t a l  number o f  
o b j e c t s  drawn by t h e  n o n - i 11u s t r a t e d  group.
When s u b j e c t s  draw one o b j e c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  from t he  t a l e ,  i t  i s  
n o t  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  t hey  s e l e c t  a p romi nen t ,  c e n t r a l  o b j e c t  t o  draw.  
Perhaps  i f  s u b j e c t s  were i n s t r u c t e d  t o  draw,  f o r  example,  f i v e  i n t e r ­
e s t i n g  t h i n g s  f rom t he  f a i r y  t a l e ,  t h i s  "prominence"  f a c t o r  would be 
done away wi t h  by t he  second or  t h i r d  drawing and s u bs eq u e n t  d rawings  
would more a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t  t he  a t t r a c t i o n  - -  o r  d i s t r a c t i o n  - -  o f  
t h e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s .  Thi s  l i n e  o f  r e a s o n i n g  i s  s u p p o r t e d  by t h e  f i n d i n g  
t h a t  o f  t he  34 u n i qu e  i t ems  drawn by t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  and n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  
groups  combined,  20 of  t h e s e  i t ems were drawn by s u b j e c t s  in  t he  non- 
i l l u s t r a t e d  group .
The u t i l i z a t i o n  o f  "un ique"  i t ems  a ppea r s  t o  have m e r i t  as a 
measure  o f  v a r i e t y .  Unique i t ems  a r e  d e f i n e d  as i t ems  which remain 
a f t e r  t he  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f
1. t h o s e  i t ems drawn in comnon by both  t he  i l l u s t r a t e d  
and n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  g r oups ;  and,  in  o r d e r  t o  a d j u s t  
f o r  t he  number o f  i t ems  t he  s u b j e c t s  drew which would 
have been  drawn by t h e  i l l u s t r a t e d  group even w i t h o u t  
t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  the  i l l u s t r a t i o n s ,
i
2.  t h o s e  i tems drawn by t he  n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  group which were 
in f a c t  i l l u s t r a t e d  f o r  t he  o t h e r  group.
Thus ,  i f  s u b j e c t s  who have r ead  or  been t o l d  a f a i r y  t a l e  w i t h  
i l l u s t r a t i o n s  s u b s e q u e n t l y  draw fewer  unique  i t ems  when asked t o  draw 
something  i n t e r e s t i n g  f rom t h a t  f a i r y  t a l e  when compared t o  s u b j e c t s
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who have been exposed  t o  a n o n - i l l u s t r a t e d  v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  t a l e ,  t h e n  one 
can co n c l ud e  t h a t  t h e  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  a r e  r e s t r i c t i n g  t h e  focus  o f  t he  
fo rmer  group and d i c t a t i n g  what  s hou l d  o r  s h ou l d  no t  be i n t e r e s t i n g  f o r  
t h e s e  c h i l d r e n .
C r i t i q u e  and S u g g e s t i on s  f o r  F u r t h e r  Research
The c h o i c e  o f  The Danced-ou t  Shoes as  t he  one f a i r y  t a l e  t o  be 
used in  t h i s  s t ud y  o u t  o f  t he  hundreds  p o s s i b l e  seemed t o  be sound.  The
c o n t e n t  h e l d  t he  i n t e r e s t  o f  t he  c h i l d r e n  and t he  l e n g t h  (6 1/2 minu tes
/
o f  n a r r a t i o n  t ime)  seemed op t imal  i n  t h a t  the  c h i l d r e n ' s  a t t e n t i o n  d id  
n o t  a pp ea r  t o  wane toward  the  end o f  t h e  t a l e .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e r e  was 
no c o n t r o v e r s i a l  o r  c r u e l  c o n t e n t  i n  t he  t a l e  (a concern  t o  some p a r e n t s ) .
E x t e n s io n s  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  i n  t he  f u t u r e  might  i n c o r p o r a t e  some 
o r  a l l  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  changes :
1. S e l e c t  groups  o f  s u b j e c t s  a t  d i f f e r e n t  IQ l e v e l s  a n d / o r  
academic  l e v e l s  o f  a c h i e ve men t .  S i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  
would i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  i n t e r a c t  w i t h  s u b j e c t s '
IQ or  a ch i evemen t  l e v e l .  I t  i s  s p e c u l a t e d  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  
t h a t  lower  IQ o r  ach ievement  l e v e l  s u b j e c t s  would be more 
r e s p o n s i v e  t o ,  and i n f l u e n c e d  by,  t he  i l l u s t r a t i o n s .
2. Employ i l l u s t r a t i o n s  o f  on l y  minor  e v e n t s  and c h a r a c t e r s  
in  t he  f a i r y  t a l e .  Al though t y p i c a l l y  t h i s  i s  no t  done 
in  commerc i a l l y  produced f a i r y  t a l e s ,  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f ­
f e r e n c e s  between groups  under  t h i s  c o n d i t i o n  would i n d i ­
c a t e  t h a t  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  have t h e  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  r e - d i r e c t i n g  
t he  s u b j e c t s '  a t t e n t i o n  t o  a r e a s  o t h e r  t han  major  ones and 
perhaps  a t  t he  expense  o f  t he  major  a r e a s .
3. Give a t e s t - r e t e s t  o f  t h e  r e t e n t i o n  of  t he  f a i r y  t a l e .  I t  
i s  s p e c u l a t e d  t h a t  t he  impac t  o f  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  may be more 
e v i d e n t  s e v e r a l  days f o l l o w i n g  t he  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  t he  
f a i r y  t a l e .
4.  T e s t  f o r  t he  impact  o f  t he  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  in ways which 
t a p  t he  s u b j e c t s '  q u a l i t y  o f  r e s p o n s e  r a t h e r  t ha n  mere ly  
a s s e s s  t he  p r e s e nc e  or  absence  o f  t he  r e s p o n s e .  A r t  
a n a l y s i s  o f  s u b j e c t s '  drawings  a pp ea r s  t o  have p o t e n t i a l  
i n  t h i s  r e g a r d .  Number o f  c o l o r s  used by t h e  s u b j e c t  in  
h i s  d r a wi n g ,  g e om e t r i c  forms us ed ,  s t y l e  and t ype  of
c l o t h i n g  drawn a l l  might  prove u s e f u l  i n d i c a t o r s  o f  
q u a l i t y  impac t  on t he  s u b j e c t s '  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  
f a i r y  t a l e .
5. E x t e n s i v e  t r a i n i n g  s e s s i o n s  cou l d  be conducted  f o r  t he  
j u d g e s  who w i l l  be u s i ng  t h e  TAT s c o r i n g  sys t em.  R a t h e r  
t han  segment  t he  t r a n s c r i p t s  f o r  t he  j udges  p r i o r  to  
t h e i r  be in g  s c o r e d ,  which would p r ob a b l y  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  
h i g h e r  i n t e r j u d g e  r e l i a b i l i t i e s ,  t r a i n i n g  s e s s i o n s  would 
i n t e r f e r e  l e s s  wi t h  t h e  j u d g e s '  i ndependence  and p r e ­
sumably have comparable  r e s u l t s  in r a i s i n g  r e l i a b i l i t i e s .
In c o n c l u s i o n ,  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  i n t e r f e r e  
wi t h  a c h i l d ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  i n t e r p r e t  s u b j e c t i v e l y  a f a i r y  t a l e  was no t  
c on f i r med .  A number o f  r e a s o n s  was o f f e r e d  in  e x p l a n a t i o n  w i t h  perhaps  
t h e  most  p r omi nen t  be in g  t h a t  t h e  a n a l y s i s  was q u a n t i t a t i v e  r a t h e r  than  
q u a l i  t a t i v e .
I t  i s  p o s s i b l e  t h a t  i l l u s t r a t i o n s  do no t  i n t e r f e r e  wi t h  t he  
c h i l d ' s  a b i l i t y  t o  s u b j e c t i v e l y  i n t e r p r e t  a f a i r y  t a l e .  F u r t h e r  r e ­
s e a r c h  may p r o v i d e  c o n f i r m a t i o n .
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APPENDIX A
t m l  D A N C t D - o i r r  s h g l s  i y
y  ( a  Russian Fairy Tale) h
ihere  once. w a s  a kind, old king 
who had  twelve da  ugh ta rs , each  one. vary  
boau-lifuI. Every n ig h t  -these princesses  
w end  away, no on e  k n e w  w here  > a n d  
every n ioh t each of them  w e re  out a new  
pair of sh o e s .  "The. king could ro t c y t  
s h o e s  fo r  -them -fast enouc\h and h o  
wan-bad to  know w here th e y  w e n t  every
n iqht a n d  w h a t  t h e y  d id o r e
p ro  Odra clr i : | e a s t ,  invited kings an d
princes, n o b lem en , m e r c h a n t s ,  a n d  simp! 
pccpl<2. -from all th e  land , a n d  Sold :
"Can a n y o n e  solve th is  m y s t e r y  ?  
he  w ho se lves  it. will m a r r y  o n e  
of m y d a u g h te r s  a n d  rec e /v e  h a lf  
t h e  k ingdcrn a s  a w edd ing  p re s e n t  
However, no cnc would u n d e r t a k e  to
ind Gut w h ere  the  p r in c e s s e s  w e n t  a t  n igh t
e x c e p t  o n e  peer p r in c e  w h o  s a i d '  four nova I Maicsty,
T  i i  p  j  . \ "  V \  C  _ i i \ n _ _ j  , L  -  i . • '1T_L W i 1 i nC Cut V e ry  w e l l ' / 7 5 3 id th e  kinet
J I
a n
Soon, the. pcor prince began 
to  doubt, and w orry  a n d  though t 
to him self • "What, havcz I  done. ? 
1  have sa id  1  will solve, th is  
m y s te ry ,  y e t  I. do not knew how. 
If I  fail now, th e  king will
p u t  rnc
t a d  vcg,.
in prison ! " A nd  sc h e  
w ent cut of th e  p a lace  and  walked 
outside, th e  town w ith  a 
We m e t  an  old w o m an  w h o  
a s k c d  him ■ ' W h y  a rc  you so  s a d ,  
m y  ciccd m an  ?  "  And the vcuna
m,an answ om cl ; I  c a n ' t  help  it 
old woman, I  have u n d e r ta k e n  
to  find out for th e  king w here, his 
d a u g h te r s  qo ev e ry  n i g h t . "
'A cs ,  thaL s  a  d i f f i c u l t  ta sk ,  "said
th e  old ia a v  '" o u t  ic can  b e  den e .
/  /
Were 15 ar, invisible cap'. VJi-th rts 
help you can, -find o u t  m a n y  things.
B u t  mind you, w h e n  you op to  
bed, -the p r in ce sse s  will qm e 
you a s ',eooinq potion to  d rink ; 
how ever, t u r n  y o u r  fac e  to  th e  
wall, pour the d ro p s  into y c u r  
cod a n d  do r e t  d r in k  t h e m !
The prince -thanked t h e  cld 
w o m a n  and  r e t u r n e d  to
th e  palace.
&
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That night ne was told to qo to  a  room r,<ext -to the  
p r in ce sse s ' bczdroom a s  a guard. We. lay on  his Wed 
3rd made, rea d y  to  w a tch . Then one  of th e  p r in ce sse s  
brouaht. him s ice .p inq  d rops  m w ioe  a n d  ashed d im  
to  d r m k  to  h e r  h e a l th  . We c o u l d  n e t  re fu se ,  so 
he  took  t h e  cu p , tu rned  to t h e  w a l l ,  a n d  pcunzd 
it into his b ed . O n  th e  s t r o k e  of m id n ig h t  
t h e  p r in c e s se s  c a m e  to  see  if he w a s  asleep.
T h e  pr ince  p r e te n d e d  to  be s leep in g  s c  d eep ly  
t h a t  ncth inc  could w a k e  him, b u t  a c t u a l l y  h e  
w a s  l i s t e n i n g  to e v e r y  so u n d . ' W e l l ,  
l i t t l e  s i s t e r s  , "  s a id  c n e  c f  t h e m , "  our'
G uard  d a s  -fallen a s le e p  •, it. Is f m c  te r  
u s  to  oo to  t h e  b a i l ' / 7 A n d  all t h e
°  V -r-
s i s t e r s  rep lied  , " I t  is - t im e ,  if is 
h ig h  t i m e  I "
W zll, they pu t on their p r e t t i e s t  d r e s s e s ;  
t h e  o ld e s t  s i s t e r  pushed h e r  bed to  c n e  
s i d e  a n d  th e re  w a s  a  o a ssa o e  to  t h eI o
u n de rg round  k ingdom  / to  t h e  realm et 
t h e  u n d e rg ro u n d  kino. T h e  p rincesses  
began t c  c lim b down a ladder, 
ihe p r in c e  quietly get up -from 
his bed , pu t on his 
inv is ib le  cap, and  
\ c  I i o w ed  th e  r n .
Accidently, he steppes 
on th e  you in g e s t  
On n c e s s ' d n z s s .
S h e  w as friqhteoed
O
and said to  h e r
s i s t e r s  A Ah, sisters,
so m e o n e  seems tc
n av e  s te p p ed  cn
m v d r e s s ; this is / '
I "a bad s iq n  !
if
Don't worry / " said an o th e r  or tine, s i s t e r s ,  no tr iw ^  will 
happen to us. " And th e y  went. down the. ladder- a n d  
came to a g a r d e n  w n c re  golden Acwer^ nrew . l in e  
prince picked one flower sn d  broke c-vf a  tw ig ,  and  
the whole, g a rd e n  rumbled. '%Ah, little sister, 
sa id  tn e  y o u n g e s t  p r in c e ss  do you hear how 
the. g a r d e n  is rum bling  ? This is a b a d  s i q n 1
• V f * 'dO n e  of t h e  s i s t e r s  r e p l i e d . ' '  rear not,
it is only th e  m u s ic  in the. u n d e rg ro u n d  
k inqs pa lace ./ ' I h e y  came, to t h e  
palace, and  were met th e r e  by t h e  
king and  his - f r i e n d s . T he  m u s io  
began to p lsy  an d  they ail began 
to d a n c e ;  -they d a n c e d  until 
their shoes were to rn  to  sh re d s .
The u n d e rg ro u n d  king o rd e re d  
w ine  to be s e rv e d  to  th e  
g u e s ts .  The in v is ib le  prince 
took a g l a s s  -from the  Tray, 
d ran k  the  w in e ,  an d  p u t  th e  
q iass  in his pocket. At la s t  
th e  p a rty  w as  ovczr; 
th e  p r in c e s s e s  said goodbye  
to  th e m  d a n c e  p a r t n e r s  a n d  
p ro m is e d  to  c o m e  back t h e  
n e x t  n ig h t.  T h e y  w e n t  back 
home, u n d r e s s e d ,  and  w o n t  to  sleep.
f |b '  O
ca r s i
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M
ho. n e x t  i iic r n in q , Vng. k in g  S 2 r t  to r
■the. p eer  p r in c e .. w l he. sid. nave.
you discoVGrt?d what r o y  d a u g h te r s  he 
e v e r /  n ia 'n t? "  's I  have.y " said the. 
prince / N -they cp -tc -the u n d e rg ro u n d  
kingdom t to h ie  wicked king, and  they 
dance all n i g h t !" "The king sen t-fo r  his 
d a u g h te r s  and  bzga.n - t o  questio n  Unem; 
'sW’h c r <2 w cznz you la s t  m cih t/ d a u g h te r s  ?// 
"The princesses denied e v e ry th in g .
"W e did not g o  any  w h e re , they  said. 
"Have you n e t  t c c n  w ith  t h e  underground 
king T " asked the father. "This prince 
sa y s  you w e re  there a n d  h e  is read y  
t c  offer proof. " hat h e p  he  cannot 
offer proof, -for he w a s  sound asieep
m g h t ,
bb
Ihc peer prince then  drew  -the oclden Tower and -the w in e
glass tram hie peeJket . here, " he said ( T ’s th e
proof ! " T he p h n c e s s e s  had n o  choice but 
tc tell -the tru th  to their father The qocd
king th en  o rdered  -the passage, -tc th e
u n d e rg rou nd  kingdom to be closed 
-forover. The clover prince a n d  
-the youngest princess w e re  
married a n d  t h e /  lived 




F r e q u e n c i e s  o f  P r e s s  f o r  Each 
Grade Level  and C o n d i t i o n
Pr es s KI KNI 31 3NI 61 6NI Tot a l
S t a t e 21 11 n 9 15 18 85
Rela 7 6 n 8 16 16 64
L-M 4 7 18 18 27 23 97
Time 9 17 39 26 70 73 234
Rej 0 0 4 2 4 7 17
Fa te 1 2 21 16 16 13 69
Hel p 0 2 4 2 5 1 14
I r r 2 3 21 16 20 17 79
Expos 0 0 2 4 1 0 7
Harma 0 0 4 2 0 0 6
Pers 0 0 5 2 3 4 14
Loc 2 1 6 . 6 13 13 41
Dang 0 2 14 11 41 34 102
Log 0 0 5 3 0 0 8
Bad 0 3 3 3 4 0 13
Confr 0 0 1 1 2 5 9
Coerc 0 0 3 0 0 0 3
Mar 12 6 11 n 20 17 77
Fess 1 0 3 2 0 2 8
Di scov 0 0 5 5 10 14 34
Ignor 1 1 5 6 4 6 23
Spy 0 0 3 2 3 4 12
Accos 0 0 1 0 4 0 5
Mater 0 0 6 12 9 10 37
Harma 0 0 4 3 0 2 9
Oral 1 0 6 9 16 20 51
Succ(ach) 1 0 2 2 0 1 6
Phy 0 0 2 0 1 1 4
Dorn 0 0 1 0 3 1 5
Pun(Agg) (s ) 0 0 1 0 0 0 1






























Table A (Cont inued)
(I KNI 31 SMI 61 6NI
0 0 1 0 0 3
0 0 1 0 5 8
0 0 1 0 4 3
1 0 2 0 0 0
0 0 2 1 2 3
0 0 1 1 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 3 2 1 10 10
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 0
0 1 0 2 2 2
1 0 1 1 3 3
0 0 3 3 12 12
0 0 4 4 2 4
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 1 1 2 4
0 0 1 1 0 1
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 2 1
0 0 0 0 5 5
0 0 0 0 3 2
0 0 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
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Table  B
F r e q u e n c i e s  o f  Needs f o r  Each 
Grade Level  and Co nd i t i o n
Press KI KNI 31 3NI 61 6NI To t a l
Und 0 2 11 9 5 6 33
Dom 1 3 14 13 19 14 64
Cog 6 3 17 2 27 20 75
Compl 1 0 9 9 7 5 30
Accos 1 2 22 13 17 20 75
Spy 0 1 n 9 21 26 68
Move 0 2 17 20 32 30 101
Play 5 8 23 20 28 22 106
Return 4 7 10 11 14 22 68
Prom 0 0 1 9 2 2 5
Conf r 3 4 15 14 14 12 62
Decep 1 4 13 11 16 13 58
J u s t 0 2 2 3 6 3 16
Fess 1 2 5 7 9 13 37
Apprec 0 0 1 1 0 2 4
Discov 1 1 6 15 6 3 32
Acg 0 1 14 12 30 24 81
Thot 0 0 5 1 3 3 12
Pers 0 0 2 1 0 0 3
Harma 2 2 8 6 13 9 40
Ach 0 1 9 11 7 16 44
Escap 0 0 8 7 3 1 19
Awar 3 2 12 9 19 12 57
Leav 10 8 9 11 27 24 89
Oral 1 1 15 10 16 10 53
Expos 2 2 8 5 23 21 61
I n a c t 2 3 4 2 15 6 32
Role 2 2 9 8 13 12 46
Task 0 0 3 3 7 7 20
I r r 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
Seek 0 2 1 5 0 1 9
Accomp 1 1 2 1 2 0 7
He! p 1 0 2 2 12 10 27
Plan 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Dec 0 0 0 1 1 0 2
Sens 0 0 1 0 2 4 7
Resi  s 2 0 0 1 1 1 5
Table B (Cont inued)
Pr ess KI KNI 31 3 NI 61 6NI To t a l
Act 2 2 0 0 1 5 10
Agg(P) 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
Rej 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Conv 2 0 0 0 1 2 5
Const 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
Forg 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Necro 0 0 0 0 8 8 16
Emp 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
Nurt 0 0 0 0 1 0 i
A f f i l 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
-Seek 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
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Table C
F r e q u e n c i e s  o f  S t a t e s  f o r  Each 
Grade Level  and C o n d i t i o n
S t a t e s KI KNI 31 3NI 61 6NI To t a l
Confl 0 1 4 5 6 5 21
Fear 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
D i s t 0 0 2 0 2 2 6
Anx 0 0 6 4 3 6 19
Hap 1 3 5 9 5 9 32
Ang 0 0 1 0 0 1 nC
-Adg 0 0 7 2 10 11 30
-Hap 1 2 5 2 5 3 23
Tens 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
C er t  ■ 3 3 3 3 1 0 13
Sec 0 0 1 ' 0 1 0 2
-Anx 0 0 1 0 1 2 4
- C e r t 1 0 0 2 0 0 3
Optim 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
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